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Our Reference 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date 

12 July 2006 



Dear f^fftkfo 

I am writing in response to your letter dated 19 June regarding the release of the Ministry of 
Defence report entitled "Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air Defence Region" and your 
comments about your own UFO sightings. 

As you will be aware from previous correspondence, the MOD does not have any expertise or role 
in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of 
extraterrestrial lifeforms. We remain totally open-minded, but to date the MOD knows of no 
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. We do not doubt that 
individuals observe phenomenon that they are unable to identify, but believe that rational 
explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them. It is not, 
however, the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could 
not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence 
remit. 

With regard to your comments about the content of the Ministry of Defence UAP report, I can 
advise you that the study was conducted purely to establish whether the UFO sighting reports 
received by the MOD were of any value to the Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) and whether there 
was a requirement for the DIS to see them in the future. Given the conclusion it was decided that 
there was no such requirement and, since December 2000, UFO reports have not been forwarded 
to the DIS. We appreciate that there may be those who disagree with the report's findings, but 
the MOD is satisfied that its conclusions are sufficient for defence needs. 

Yours sincerely, 
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Sir; ~ 
I have been browsing here and there in your much publicised 400 page 
"Freedom of Information" and feel impelled to comment, after MANY years of 
actual involvement one to one. . .with what we still call "UFO" "s 
although I now feel that "The Visitors" would be a more apt 
description. 

In March 1960 1 was a humble insurance agent on my local Gosport, 
Hants, "debit",and crossing a railway bridge in the town. My left eye 
was caught by a glint in the bright, clear, cold, and windy sky.I looked 
at it and saw a "cigar" shaped object apparently hovering at about a 
thousand feet. I looked hard at it and decided it was an aircraft 
fighting a very strong wind from the north east. A young man passed by, 
pushing his bike. I asked him if he thought the object was a plane. He looked, 
and said yes,it WAS a 'plane. Satisfied,I walked on. The word "flying 
saucer" has flicked across my mind but was dismissed. Fd read about such 
in the press etc„had an open mind about it. Five years in the wartime 
RAF had given me much food for thought subsequently. Why not? I 
had been, still am, an "expert" on aircraft recognition. Prewar I was 
in the AIR TRAINING CORP and stationed on an aircraft Factory 
roof at Fareham, where I worked at 16,as its "spotter", during the early 
war years, I pressed the buzzer and got some 100 workers into our shelter 
as the sound and then the brief glimpse of two Junkers JU 88s breaking 
low cloud was followed by bomb explosions and then AA batteries. . .too 
late! HMS COLLINGWOOD was a huge naval training base just a mile 
or so away. We learnt, later that a number of Wrens etc had been lining up 
for their Friday payday. Identification had been too late. Not unusual 
confusion with our own Blenhiem Bombers. The death toll was appalling. 
I actually lived just a few hundred yards away from the establishment. 

Relevant on that 1960 March morning? As I heard the roar of jet engines 
thirty minutes after my initial sighting while talking to a client I ran to 
a vantage point as two Meteor jets hove into view low over the rooftops, 
heading up where, to my amazement, the "plane" was still hovering. I 
KNEW then it was no aircraft! Those jets had been "scrambled" from a 
nearby airbase. As the aircraft drew near the object, it lazily turned on end 
in the clear blue sky and vanished! I ran into a nearby phone box. Found 
the number for Thorney Island Airbase,got the control tower officer, gave 
him my name and address, asked him what was the object those two Meteor 
jets were chasing? 



His answer changed my life, at 30 odd 



years of age. "You saw no object, you 

saw no jets" I tried again. Precisely the same answer. I left that phone box 
my mind in a whirl. Cold War Russian surveillance aircraft? It had been over 
a very sensitive Admiralty Air Surface Weapons Establishment. (ASWE) 

Next day my then brother in law called in on a social visit. Coincidence? 
Much later in life I LEARNT about "coincidences'^ Jung called them 
"synchronicities". 

My wife went out to the kitchen to make a cup of tea for our visitor. WHO 
WORKED AT ASWE! Indulging in "small talk" I said; " You had some 
excitement over your place yesterday morning" His face went grey .Then 
WHITE.His mouth set in a grimline. He never spoke. NEVER DID! 
I changed the subject. 

On subsequent visits over the years he never brought the subject up as my 
"library" of "flying Saucer" books grew and even when I appeared on 
Southern TV speaking on "flying saucers". 

So,you see,all is relevant. All is "connected". I mean, WHO did I goto 
in authority after that on the spot refusal? But I KNEW! For ever! To 
this day.The photographic proof lies in your hands. YOU don t want it. 
YOU KNOW. But SCARED TO TELL US. . .the PEOPLE,THE WORLD. 

My 400 page manuscript lies in my dusty bookcase. Another 400 pages 
will say "THE END".Or WILL IT? That 1960 incident appeared in top 
author Nick Redfern s splendid FACTUAL best seller in 1997 under 
"A COVERT AGENDA". . . .FACTS from the OFFICIAL REPORTS. 

He has written others. None equal that first one. He wrote in it at a book 
presentation; "To Ernie.Hope you enjoy the book and thanks for your help" 

MY HELP? Of course, why not? He was telling us.me, there were many 

others having the same experiences. He put me on to his publisher. 

No joy there. You see, by then,1997, 1 "d had MORE sightings.. afresh in 

1977 and 1978 One with other witnesses five miles away. Another that 

I didn't recognise with my then wife in 1978. . .also with a close by neighbour 

whose story appeared in my local Southampton Daily Echo. The last of 

THREE in that January 1978 period I was given a swift trip around the 

Solar system! Funny, I thought! Odd too. I started my own small UFO 

Group... two ladies and myself.Applicants HAD TOHAVE HAD ACTUAL 

EXPERIENCES. Together we had many more, even stranger. Odd dreams, 

I "became" a "healer.. We had "spiritual" experiences. "Sittings" and "spiritual" 

visits to church or churches produced more awesome 

incidents. I spoke in public,on radio, TV, on such. Read books that equalled 

in content what I was going through. . .AFTER I" d had them. 

To sum up what is an ongoing and LONG LONG LONG story. Although 
I believe the end, the conclusion,is not far off. Why?How? 



Cast your eye over a selection of photos. Remember our UFO group has 
had videos shown to the MOD top man Sir Lewis Mooney a few years 
back,made into a very good BBC HORIZON "Paranormal" series, featured 
our local Police Spotter plane encircling (twice) a strange object hovering 
and moving over Southampton Water in 2001 and 2002 with dates almost 
to the same day. Totally denied first of all by ALL local authorities. 
Eventually confirmed by Police Spotter unit,times,locations,confirmed. 
However, the crews 'saw nothing'. 'Possibly Jupiter/ Which I thought 
was pretty good technology for a humble spotter plane,and said so. 
Later certain matters confirmed the TRUTH as we knew and filmed it. 

'Course,you may not KNOW all this. Then again ? 

OK Had enough? 

I ll just leave you to ponder. Much as the total SILENCE from the media 

.even from dear old Nick Pope whose first wad of photos earlier this 
year he thought 'fascinating but the very recent ones... particularly 
the "humanoid" has brought WEEKS OF NO REACTION. I suggested 
'awesome' might be more apt this time. 



Sincerely 



Section 40 



Public Relations Officer 

Southampton UFO and PARANORMAL GROUP (SUFOG) 
1995 

PS; Oh,yes... mustn't forget the 12 abductions accompanied (3) witnessed (3) 
and"visitations"1932, then 1978 and onwards,last ones June 04, scars and photo of 
two still visible or on photo. 
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CEEPING WATCH: Eric Sears \£\ 
ponvinced that the south coast is 

Jisited by aliens. He says the pictures 
n this page are the photographic no 
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And is it attracted to the Spinnaker Tower? 




Alien Autopsy, the movie released yesterday 
featuring Ant and Dec, has rekindled 
interest in beings from outer space. 
Vicki Green-Steel speaks to 
a man who has never stopped believing. 



ATTRACTING ATTENTION: A strange item in the skies over the 
Spinnaker Tower in Portsmouth. Inset: The object magnified. 



THE skies over 
Hampshire are busy 
- and not just with 
planes from the air- 
port. According to 
Southampton UFO Group 
(SUFOG), aliens are 
investigating our county. 

Of particular interest for them, 
strangely enough, is Portsmouth. 

The pictures taken by SUFOG 
member Ernie Sears and his pho- 
tographer George show the busy 
skies over the city - where UFOs 
regularly visit. 

Or it may just simply be a flock of 
starlings. 

In 2004, BUFORA, the main UK 
forum for skywatchers, ruefully 
admitted that UFO sightings have 
been in steady decline since the 
late 1990s. 

Most striking of all, the British 
Flying Saucer Bureau has sus- 
pended its activities, because the 
number of sightings has crashed 
from a peak of around 30 a week to 
almost zero. 

But for SUFOG, since August last 
year, UFO activity in the area has 



increased considerably. 

Mr Sears believes that the aliens 
have been drawn to the Spinnaker 
Tower out of curiosity 

"We have not seen anything quite 
like it before," said Mr Sears, 81, 
from Netley Abbey "I believe that 
photograph shows a new kind of 
alien craft with very advanced 
technology. 

"It seems to be a solid cigar- 
shaped raft, which is glowing 
slightly and separated into two 
sections by mysterious black 
globes, which is very unusual. 

"We can only speculate but I 
think the Spinnaker may be 
attracting curiosity from alien 
life. They want to know why it 
has been erected and what it can 
do for them." 

Mr Sears is no stranger to 
unidentified flying objects. His 
experiences go back to 1960 when 
he was in Gosport and saw an 
object in daylight above Portsdown 
Hill. 

"This object was hovering and 
shining in the March sun. I just 
thought it was an airplane but half 
an hour later I heard the roar of 
jet engines when two Meteor jets 




were scrambled towards this 
object," he recalled. 

"The jets got near it and it lazily 
turned on end an disappeared, and 
the jets went round in circles. 

"I went to a call box and found 
the number for Thorney Island, 
where the jets had come from, and 
asked what the object was. 
□ Continued on page 12 
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The Great UFO Debate mim \. 



Just what IS 
out there? 

□ From Page 11 

"I was told: 'You did not see any objects and 
you did not see any jets'. 

"That started my search down various 
avenues." 

Mr Sears even claims to have experienced 
close encounters of the third kind. He's been 
abducted too. And he's been on cosmic tours 
of the universe with aliens. Moreover, he and 
others have been used as part of breeding 
programme to create hybrids who live 
amongst us. 

Let's get something crystal clear at this 
point. Mr Sears accepts people will raise eye- 
brows at his claims. That's part of the UFO 
watcher's territory and he's not bothered in 
the least. 

It's solely the truth that interests him - and 
Mr Sears insists it's out there waiting to be 
discovered. 

All of which brings us onto his abduction 
and a tale which could form the basis of the 
next episode of Channel 4's Invasion. 

It's over to Mr Sears again: 

"There was a report in the Daily Echo of a 
slow-flying object over Southampton. 
Everyone-denied it. It was seen over the city 
three times in January 1978," he said. 

"The third time I saw it with my then wife 
when we were in the back garden and that 
was the night I remember for the first time 
ever being abducted with my wife. 

"I just found myself looking at this whack- 
ing great black thing going over the garden, 
very slow, very quiet. There was a window at 
the front with lights all round it and a light 
flashed down on me. 

"I found myself up in the universe going 
past planets and I found myself on Earth 
again a while later. 

"My whole outlook in life changed in a few 
seconds. I understood nature a lot more. I 
understood the world was in trouble and I 
had to help and inside a year I became a heal- 
er. 

"I have been abducted about 12 times in all, 
twice in 2004. 

"I woke up one morning with two puncture 
marks in my left knee. 

"A few days after that I woke up, again after 
having a disturbed night's sleep, and I had a 
circle of puncture marks on my upper arm. 

"I can remember going to the crafts but I 
can never remember much after that. 

"I'm not concerned about what they do to 
me when they abduct me. They have told me 
before that they are giving me knowledge. 

I know that I have hybrids floating about 
somewhere. 

"Sometimes I have flashbacks of what has 
happened to me. I remember once seeing 
tanks full of water all piled on top of each 
other with what I thought were fish in them. 

"But they weren't actually fish, they were 
the hybrids which were being incubated." 



M 

said. 



r Sears says he has some recollection 
of what his abductors looked like. "I 
remember the little grey ones. They 
were very short, less than five feet," he 



"They have smaller ones that I have only 
encountered once. They are little blue ones in 
uniform, very dwarf-like. 

"They are very round and jolly. They are the 
ones that push you and jostle you on the table. 

"I remember once they jostled me to the 
window where the greys were looking in. The 
greys are very cadaverous but friendly 

"There they were outside the window, two of 
them, and I went through the glass. I know 
how they do that. They taught me. It is all the 
body molecules you break down. You can go 
straight through glass like going through a 
jeUy. 

"I remember going up towards this triangu- 
lar object floating in the sky and I remember 
going through a jelly-like door. The next thing 
I can remember is them bringing me back. 
They do talk to me in English as such but it is 
all in your mind. They don't have mouths or 
ears as such. But they put things in your 
mind and you understand it perfectly. 

Mr Sears insists has been strange activity 
over Portsmouth at least three times, a week. 
"The skies over Hampshire are very busy, 
particularly Portsdown Hill. It's a hot spot," 
he said. 

"I believe that there is something big com- 
ing up connected with the sightings over 
Portsmouth.lt may be a fleet of them coming. 




not been 

explained 



SEPTEMBER 1978: A 
collection of unexplained 
lights (circled) in the sky 
over Totton captured on 
film by a 0a/7y Echo 
photographer. 

I 



THE first modern 
reports of UFOs in 
Britain were the 
wave sightings 
from airships 
which began in 1909 
and continued until 
First World War. 

However, earlier writers record 
a number of events which would 
certainly be categorised as UFO 
sightings today 

In AD664, according to the 
Venerable Bede, a light which 
"made the sun at midday seem 
dark" appeared at one side of 
Barking monastery before mov- 
ing to the other side. 

Another sighting by Bede 
sounds ominously 
like an alien 
abduction story as 
a nun Watched a 
corpse being "car- 
ried upwards". 

In the middle of 
the First World War 
in Aldeburgh, 
Suffolk, a woman 
saw a round plat- 
form floating ten 
metres off the 
ground. 

It had a handrail 
running around its 
circumference and 
approximately ten 
"beings" on the plat- 
form each wearing 
blue uniforms and small round 
hats. It remained in view for 
more than five minutes. 

In 1939 a grey, bell-shaped 
object was spotted hovering over 
a field in near Brockwortn, 
Gloucestershire. 

In 1954 there were a number of 
UFO sightings in the north of 
Britain - one of the clearest pho- 
tographs of a "flying saucer" 

wae taVan in Pnriieixm P.nmKvio 




Southampton UFO 
Group has kept a 
log of sightings 
across the county. 
Here is a selection of 
reports in recent years. 

1999 

□ February 2, 
Southampton, 6.15pm: 
Three yellow lights in 
triangular formation, 
low and silent. 

□ July 10, Goport, 
23.55pm: Fuzzy, pink, 
spherical light travel- 
ling a tfast speed. 

Q July 14, 

Southampton, 3.45am: 
Oscillatlng 
sphere at 
around 1,000ft 
' O September 

Southampton, 

iaif.v .A. -j 



witness in park. 
Witness felt pins and 
needles (like an elec- 
tric shock). Unable to 
move for ten minutes. 
Object made 90-degree 
turn and disappeared. 
Witness arrived home 
at 2.45am and unable 
to account for 25 min- 
utes. 

2000 

□ April 8, Chandler's 
Ford, 11pm: Lozenge 
shaped, stationary 
object seen for ten 
minutes. 

□ August, Lee-on-the- 
Solent, 1.30am: Bluish- 
grey transparent object 
brushed tops of trees 
and hovered 
Concentric beams 
point out from below 
the ob|ect which was 
aa large as a house 
and 20-25 metres from 



the witness. 



2002 

□ August 18, Cafmore, 
11pm: Ball of light, 
bursts of speed and 
change of direction. 

2003 

Q June 9, Eastleigh, 
3pm - Woman taking in 
her washing when she 
saw a plane coming 
into Southampton 
Airport. Above it she 
saw a silvery colour 
disc flying in a straight 
path towards the Isle 
of Wight. 

2004 

□ July 24, Fawley, 

1 .05am: UFO seen hov- 
ering over the oil refin- 
ery by witness in 
Warsash. 

□ September 12, 
Andover, 5am: Two rap- 



idly flashing red and 
white lights moved 
slowly and silently at at 
about 500 metres. 
Three more pairs fol- 
lowed. 



2005 

Q June 18, Fair Oak, 
12.50am : An object 
appeared from the 
south-southwest, ini- 
tially appearing as a 
brilliant and fast mov- 
ing light. Within a sec- 
ond or two It became a 
brilliant white light 
before dimming and 
continuing on its 
course. 

□ June 22, Lock's 
Heath, 4.30pm: A round 
shiny ball that looked 
just like a balloon but It 
was far too high to 
have been that or an 
aircraft. 



MOVIE FICTION - 
OR FACT: Tom 
Cruise in War Of 
The Worlds. 

Lossiemouth in 
Scotland. 
In 1957 a radar sta- 
tion followed a large UFO all 
over the west of Scotland. A 
huge flying saucer was seen by 
dozens of people over Wardle in 
Lancashire. 

In 1960 a tramp who had gone 
missing from Carlisle, Cumbria 
five years earlier reappeared 
claiming he had been on a five- 
year voyage with aliens. 

In 1972 a security guard in 
Oldham, Greater Manchester 



lit with a blue light. 

After five minutes it turned on 
edge showing that it was saucer- 
shaped with a large dome. Then 
it shot straight up into the air. 

At Tittensor, Staffordshire, in 
1977 a cigar-shaped object was 
spotted. It was about 12 metres 
long with a small dome on top 
and was flying about 30 metres 
above the ground and was in 
view for about 30 seconds. 

In 1979 a pilot flying over 
Bolton, Lancashire, saw a bright 
circular object about 12 metres 
across moving below him. 

Minutes later he saw two more 
moving in the opposite direction 
at about 250mph. 

In 1988 a stranded flying saucer 
was SDotted at the side of the 



the UK was the Rendlesham 
Forest incident. 

At the end of 1980 there were a 
number of UFO reports near 
Ipswich, Suffolk. It was claimed 
that a UFO crash-landed in 
Rendlesham Forest - two miles 
from the US Woodbridge airbase. 

According to investigators, an 
officer from the airbase claimed 
to have spoken to the occupants 
of the craft (they were about 
three feet in height) who asked 
for help in repairing the craft. 

The aliens managed to fix it 
themselves and then took off. 

Soldiers who took photographs 
of the aliens and the UFO had 
their pictures confiscated. 

In separate verification of the 
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□ By Advertiser 
reporter 

COULD this intriguing 
image above prove that 
Portsmouth's newest 
landmark is creating 
intergalactic interest? 
-Sightings of what appears to 
be a UFO hovering over 
Portsmouth Harbour were 
captured on film by UFO spot- 
■ ter Ernie Sears, pictured right. 

Ernie, of Southampton UFO 
Group (SUFOG), believes that 
the photographs show an 
alien craft drawn to the tower 
but of curiosity. 

"We have not seen anything 
quite like it before," said 
Ernie, 8 1 . "I believe it is a new 
kind of alien craft with very 
advanced technology. It seems 
to be a solid cigar-shaped raft, 
which is glowing slightly and 
separated into two sections by 
mysterious black globes, 
which is very unusual. 

"We can only speculate but I 
think the Spinnaker may be 
attracting curiosity . from alien 
life. They want to know why it 
has been erected and what it 
can do for them." 




SUFOG has recorded five., 
UFO sightings over 
Portsmouth Harbour in the 
past two months. It marks a 
significant rise in the number 
of south coast sightings 
reported to the society, which 
investigates paranormal phe- 
nomena including crop circles 
and ghostly goings-on. 

Ernie who spotted his first 
UFO over Portsmouth 

Harbour in 196©, added: "We 

are getting more reports of 

UFOs recentiy." 
The object remained in the 

sky for a few minutes before 

vardshing completely. 
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ABOUT HAMPSHIRE 




_-. -.i.-- - > UFO Spotting 

UFO Spotting 

The Southampton UFO Group 
hava been investigating the 
unexplained, the mysterious and 
the potentially 'out of this world' 
objects spotted in ths skies 
above Hampshire over the past 
IS years. 



Members of the Southampton UFO Group regularly scour the skies 
looking for any unidentified objects which have no explanation, and 
just might be alien craft. 



SEE ALSO 



Audio and Video links on this 
page require 



On bbc.co.uk 



On the rest of the web 

The BBC is not responsible for 
the content of external websites 



Like this page? 



CS ■ > 

Audio and Video links on this page require 

Spotters 

Amongst them are veteran spotters Ernie Sears and Davina 
Reynolds. 

Ernie's experiences of unidentified objects go back to 1960 when he 
was in Gosport and saw an object in daylight above Portsdown Hill: 
"This object was hovering and shining in the March sun. I just 
thought it was an airplane but half an hour later I heard the roar of 
jet engines when two Meteor jets were scrambled towards this 
object. 



Vote 

Do you believe aliens have 
visited Hampshire? 

1: Yes (54%) 
2: No (46%) 



Total votes so far: 54 
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The jets got near it and it lazily turned 
on end and disappeared, and the jets 
went round in circles. I went to a call 
box and found the number for Thorney 
Island, where the jets had come from, 
and asked what that object was. I 
was told 'you didn't see any objects 
and you did not see any jets' - that 
started my search down various 
avenues." 



That wasn't the only time when Ernie's life was changed by forces 
beyond our understanding: "In 1978 I had three consecutive 
sightings above my house in Southampton. After the last one I was 
taken - or abducted - I was taken on a tour of the solar system and 
was brought back with an entirely changed view of the world." 




Also on 96.1FM, 103. 8FM and 
DAB Digital Radio 



Davina has also had close encounters: "I think they've been watching 
us over the years. Sometimes I think they come from another 
dimension because they 'appear'". 

Investigations 

Steve Gerard is the founder of the Southampton UFO Group. They 
research and investigate any reported unusual sightings in the local 
skies, contact relevant agencies, military, airports, etc and check star 
charts to find an explanation for objects or lights in the sky: "In 95- 
6% of cases it turns out to have a rational explanation - if we come 
up with a dead end, we class it as a UFO - it doesn't necessarily 
mean it comes from 'out there' as it were, just that we can't exoiain 
it." 



http://www.bbc. co.uk/hampshire/content/articles/2005/ 1 1/30/ufos feature. shtml 
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"We've had a rash of reports in the Pompey area with photographs 
and video footage." says Steve, but military activity or even lights or 
lazers from nightclubs or entertainment venues can also cause 
mistaken spottings. "It may not be what people want to hear but 
people don't know what they are looking at. A lot of time they could 
be looking at mundane objects, or lights in the sky." 

"We do get an upsurge of interest follow a TV programme - 
sometimes people's minds are led and perceive they've seen 
something similar to what they've seen on telly." 

Out of this World 

But what about alien abductions? - "We've had cases of abductions 
and experiments on people who come back with marks and scratches 
on themselves - it's fairly rare, but it does happen - not as often as 
the UFO sightings." 

The daily life of a UFO spotter involves spending long hours at night 
scouring the skies for activity, as Steve explains: "At 3 in the 
morning at minus four at the top of Cheesefoot Head, you've got to 
be quite dedicated! It's surprising if you've got a good interest the 
hours just go by. I've got an interest in the stars and space - we 
can't be the only life form out there, so just watching the stars, you 
feel you're somewhere different." 

And will we ever get conclusive proof that aliens have visited 
Hampshire? - Steve is sceptical: "It won't be in my lifetime and, if we 
did, I'd be surprised. But if we're watching them and they're 
watching us..." 



last updated; 09/12/05 

Have Your Say 

Do you think aliens have visited Hampshire - or are UFOs merely 
hoaxes or cases of mistaken identity? Have you any experiences of 
witnessing UFOs? 

Your name: 

Your comment: 



Send 



The BBC reserves the right to edit comments submitted. 

Gibster 

I have seen cigar shaped things over Sailsbury Plain twice in my 
youth 

Rob 

In the mid eighties my wife and I were parked up in kiln 
lane,Brambridge, about 9pm and dark, when we heard a sound in the 
distance, it came up from behind us across the fields and stopped 
directly above us and was incredibly loud. The sound is best 
described as that which a giant may make, slowly twirling a thick 
rope over his head. We drove off in a plume of tyre smoke having 
seen nothing. (not that we looked that hard). 

SEE ALSO 

About Hampshire 
Features 



http://vvwvv.bhc.co.uk/hampshire/content/articles/2005/ 1 l/30/ufos_feaUire.shtml 
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Trained Healer 
Healing by Appointment. 
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His new album 



ERNIE TELLS OF HIS CLOSE 
ENCOUNTER WITH LITTLE BLUE 
CREATURES ON BOARD UFO 



1 




WHAT REALLY DID HAPPEN 
TO KATHY KIRBY? FRIEND 
TELLS THE INSIDE STORY 
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LIFE ON OTHER PLANETS? 
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© Southern Daffy Echo 



by Jeremiah Ware 

'HE truth may be out 
there, but Ernie Sears 
still hasn't discovered what 
that is yet, despite his 
numerous extra-terrestrial 
experiences. 

He claims to have witnessed a 
dozen unexplained sightings, an 
alleged military cover-up, and even 
openly declares that he's been 
abducted himself. 

The sprightly 81-year-old is also the 
main spokesman for the Southampton 
UFO Group, a band of spotters who like 
to investigate UFO sightings. 

Disappeared 

When Ernie saw his first UFO, back in 
1960, he didn't realise it was going to change 
his life. 

He revealed to The Weekly News, "I was 
an insurance agent and was just doing my 
rounds in Gosport one cold morning, when I 
saw a shining object glinting in the sky over 
the Admiralty Surface Weapons 
Establishment, which is nearby. 

"I thought it was just a plane, so didn't 
worry about it, but then I heard the sound of 
approaching air force jets which came flying 
towards the object. 

"As they got closer, it turned away, and 
just disappeared! 

"When I got home, I phoned the air base 
to find out what the object was, and their 
reply is something I'll never forget. 

"They said, 'Sir, you didn't see any jets 
and you didn't see any object'. 

Ernie added, "The authorities have been 
denying things like that for years. They like 



i - 



A close-up of the 
object with the 
crane in the 
forefront. 



■fly 



to keep a tight lid on 
it, mainly because 
aliens could be a 
threat to our defences. 
"But I wanted to learn 

more, so I read lots of books 

on the subject and joined a UFO 
club." 

However, it wasn't until 17 years later 
that Ernie came into contact with 
extra-terrestrials again. 

"I was putting the cats out when I saw a 
triangle of light floating in the sky," he said. 




| These mysterious UFO-Iike objects at 
Portsmouth Harbour were captured 

on film by a member of the 
Southampton UFO Group. But Ernie | 
claims to have been taken aboard a 
similar alien aircraft. 



disappeared over the top of the row of 
houses. 

"It returned the following night but, 
although I was ready with a camera, none of 
the pictures came out well. 

"But this second time, one of the lights 
flashed down and hit me. In the next instant, 
I felt like I was in the solar system, looking 
past Mars and the other planets. 

"I can only remember going to the UFO 
and back, but not what actually happened 
onboard. 

"I remember seeing lots of little, blue 
aliens that were quite tubby creatures, and 
certainly not frightening. 

"They took me into the ship which didn't 
have doors, but was entered through this 
jelly-like substance. They were being 
watched over by a grey alien with big eyes 
and sloping face. 

"It felt very real. 



Encounter 



t. 



'Sir, you didn't 
see any jets and you 
didn't see any object' 



"It was totally 
silent, and looked 
metallic. But, when I 
turned my head, it 
simply vanished." 

A year later, the sightings 

came thick and fast, and Ernie had 
his most-bizarre encounter ever. 

"Again, I was out in my garden at night, 
when this black object came over the top of 
me," explained Ernie. 

"This one had a faint, low humming noise 
and lights around the edges, then it 



"I have to accept the fact that I believe I've 
been abducted. I have a scar on my wrist that 
I can't remember ever occurring. 

"I also remember having a vision of 
seeing big tanks like test tubes holding 
hybrid alien/humans that wjBre grdfVing. 

"I can only explain these things as I 
remember them," said Ernie. "I don't know 
what it all means, and it really doesn't bother 
me if people don't believe me. 

"I DO believe it and, when you have a 
one-to-one encounter like I have, it's very 
convincing. 

"When it happens, you become more 
aware of a great, big, awesome situation in 
advance of us — both spiritually and 
scientifically. 

"As these pictures here show, there's 
something in the air that's obviously alien." 

Ernie Sears conducts illustrated lectures 
for a fee and can be contacted on 
023 804 56000, or www.sufog.freeserve.co.uk 




TER CLAIMS THERE'S BEEN A GREAT MILITARY COVER-UP 
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lime airfields now listed 



WARTIME airfields linked to the Battle of Britain and the 
Dambuster raids are to become listed sites, writes 
Maggie Wilson. 

This means they're protected from property developers and 
will be looked after, as they can't be demolished without 
consent. 

The new protection status has been granted to a total of 
255 buildings and sites connected to both World Wars, and 
were identified through a survey of military aviation sites by 
English Heritage. 

The move means that Britain's first-ever airfield containing 
the World War I hangars at Larkhall, Wiltshire, will become a 
historic aviation site. 

Scampton bomber station, where 617 Squadron of the 
Dambuster raids was stationed, is also protected. 

The few to whom we owe so much will be remembered by 
the preservation of Battle of Britain fighter stations at Debden, 
Essex and Dixford, Cambridgeshire. 

The 1938 bunker which formed the operations HQ for the 
Battle of Britain receives Grade 1 status, meaning that it's of 
special interest. Of the 500,000 listed buildings in England and 
Wales, only two per cent have achieved this status. 

"These sites and the buildings on them are testimony to 
generations of heroes," said Culture Minister David Lamrny. 
"It's Important we remember and 'earn from the past. 

"Hopefully, the protection of these historic sites will help to 



In a lighter frame of mind 

REVELLERS in a town centre are being lulled into 
good humour on their way home from the bars and 
clubs with the introduction of mood lighting, writes 
Hazel Crossan. 

The North Wales town of Wrexham has introduced the 
idea to calm people down, in the hope they send them 
homeward in a more mellow frame of mind when they spill 
out of the various nightspots in the area in the early hours 
of the morning. 

The low-level lights, set into the pavement, slowly 
change from blue to green, then to red, all in a 10-minute 
time frame. 

"The whole area has been undergoing a regeneration 
programme over the last few years, and the lights are really 
striking when you see them operate alongside our stainless 
steel street furniture," said Urban Development Manager 
Isabel Watson. 

"You're not really aware of them changing then, 
suddenly, they're a different colour. 

"We've had some very positive feedback from a wide 
variety of people, including the police." 

it's long been accepted that colour can have an effect on 
mood, and it's hoped that clubbers will wend their way 
home in a happier frame of mind, reducing aggression and 
therefore anti-social behaviour, thanks to the innovative 
lighting. 



Beeline to a familiar face 




SCIENTISTS have proved that, despite 
their tiny brains, bees can be trained to 
recognise faces, writes Hazel Crossan. 

In a series of experiments, an international 
team of scientists led by Dr Adrian Dyer of 
Cambridge University introduced bees to a 
selection of black-and-white photographs of human 
faces. 

Tiny containers beneath them contained either sugar or 
bitter quinine. 

The bees soon learned to land on the platform under the 
face where they got the sweet reward — and just to make 
things more difficult, the photographs were moved around to 
make sure they were honing In on the photograph, rather than 
where it was placed on a board. 

Once the sugar was removed, the insects still made a 
beeline for the faces that had rewarded them, and ignored the 
others. 

"The results in this study show that bees are capable of 
recognising human faces, despite having less than 0.1 per 
cent of the number of neurons (nerve cells) found in the 
human brain," said Dr Dyer. 

"Further testing showed that bees formed a long-term 
memory and were still able to recognise the target face two 
days later." 

it's hoped the research could help with conditions like 
autism where some people have difficulty in recognising faces. -J- 
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From: b 

Directorate^nCrstaff - Freedom of Information 1 





MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone (Direct dial) 020 721 8 21 40 
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000 





Your Reference: 




Shipston On Stour 
Warwickshire 



Our Reference: 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date: 

10 July 2006 



Dear 




I am writing with reference to your letter and newspaper articles regarding the release of the MOD 
report entitled 'Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air Defence Region', that I received on 
the 14 May 2006. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence 
regarding UFOs (also known as UAP) and the Department jointly responsible with the Defence 
Intelligence Staff (DIS) for the release of this report. I apologise for the long delay in replying. 

The Ministry of Defence understands the public interest in information about UFOs and has 
embraced the spirit of open government. All requests for information are answered as fully as 
possible and, despite the size and original classification of this report, staff have taken great care 
to ensure that the majority of this large report is made available. We are pleased to be able to 
make the report available to a wide audience via the MOD website and if you have not yet had an 
opportunity to see the full report, you may wish to view it at 
http://www.mod.uk/DefenceIntemet/FreedomOfmformation/PublicationScheme . 

With regard to your comments about the report, I can advise you that the study was conducted 
purely to establish whether the UFO sighting reports received by the MOD were of any value to 
the DIS and whether there was a requirement for the DIS to see them in the future. Given the 
conclusion it was decided that there was no such requirement and, since December 2000, UFO 
reports have not been forwarded to the DIS. We appreciate that there may be those who disagree 
with the report's findings, but the MOD is satisfied that it's conclusions are sufficient for defence 
needs. 

Finally, the details of your UFO sightings have been noted and your letter and copies of the 
newspaper articles about the study will be placed on our files. 



Yours sincerely 
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Alien visitor.. ET 

Boffins 
to lift lid 

on UFOs 

EXCLUSIVE 

By VINCENT MOSS 

THE secrets behind UFO 
sightings in Britain's skies 
are to be revealed in a 
report tomorrow. 

Experts from Sheffield 
Hallam University will 
expose "X-files" the MoD 
has kept on unidentified 
aerial phenomena (IT AP) 
tomorrow in London. 

Dr David Clarke and 
Gary Anthony used the 
Freedom of Information 
Act to get the classified 
document, which reveals 
the MoD believed UFOs 
would pose little risk, but 
might threaten aircraft. 

The report says "that 
UAP exist is indis- 
putable... they clearly can 
exhibit aerodynamic char- 
acteristics beyond those of 
any known aircraft or 
missile". But the MoD 
says it has no evidence to 
back claims of alien ET- 
type spaceships from 
people who spot 100 UFOs 
& year. 

The hot-spots for UFO 
reports are Loughton in 
Essex and Devizes, Wilts, 
where " a big ball of fire 
in the sky" was spotted. 




LOAD OF 

HOT AIR 

Flying saucers just aas' 

By JAMES GLOVER 

UFO's are nothing more than big pockets of 
glowing gas, secret government research claims. 

A four-year study by the Defence Intelligence Staff - 
part of the Ministry of Defence - claims there are no such 
thing as alien spacecraft and suggests witnesses have 
fallen victim to tricks of the mind. 

DIS scientists examined 30 years of reports of 
sightings across the UK before concluding: glowtne' 
"plasmas" of gas were the v ^ B 

best explanation. 

The study says pockets of 
gas can become electrically 
charged and start to glow 
in certain conditions. 

Air flows then sculpt the 
plasmas into aerodynamic 
shapes which appear to fly 
at extraordinary speeds. 

But the report adds: "The method of formations of the 
electrically charged plasmas is not fully understood " 
UFO groups dismissed the study, completed in 2000 and 
released under the Freedom of Information Act - 
^Zj^ 14 did not ex P!ain every reported alien sighting 
The British UFO Research Organisation's Robert Rosa- 
mond said: "It's just another theory. It may explain some 
events but sure as hell doesn't cover the whole mystery." 

mirrornews@mgn.co.uk 




MYTH: Fake flying saucer 



UFOs 'lot 
of hot air' 



A TOP-secret probe into 
UFOs by the UK's own 
X Files department has 
found that flying saucers 
are just an illusion. 

The four-year study 
examined 30 years of 
sightings over Britain. 

The Defence Intelli- 
gence Staff concluded 
UFOs are atmospheric 
effects, like ball lightning. 

An expert said electri- 
cally-charged gas forms 
into weird shapes that 
glow like a plasma TV 
and fly at fantastic speed." 

The report, finished in 
2000, was so secret it 
was kept from Govern- 
ment ministers. Details 
emerged under the Free- 
dom Of Information Act. 
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1 A 2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 
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Bournemouth 
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Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

6 July 2006 



Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing with reference to your letter dated 21 st June 2006. Your letter has been passed to this 
Department as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating 
to 'UFOs.' Sorry for the delay in replying. 

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some 
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace 
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a 
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and to date no 'UFO' report has 
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported 
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be 
found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to 
provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence 
resources if we were to do so. 



The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters to the 
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally 
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the 
existence of these alleged phenomena. 

Finally, you may be interested to know that there is already some information about UFOs 
available for public viewing. MOD files were destroyed for 5 years until 1967 when they were 
generally preserved for the National Archives. A few have survived before 1967 and these 
together with records up to 1977 are now available for viewing. The National Archives can be 
contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey TW9 4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. If 
you have access to the internet, The National Archives have a website containing an on-line 
catalogue of the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on the internet at 
http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk . Also, the Ministry of Defence Freedom of Information 
Scheme also contains documents relating to well known events in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 



1980 and the final report of the Flying Saucer Working Party in 1951. These can be accessed via 
the internet at http://www.mod.uk . Further information can also be found in the Publication 
Scheme Disclosure Log. 

I hope this is helpful. 

Yours sincerely 
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Dear 



Section 40 



V 



I am writing with reference to your e.mail back to me - dated 15 June 2006. 

You mentioned about the issue of defence in your e.mail. Well, I can assure you that the UK's 
airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing 
Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a combination of civil and military 
radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time 'picture' of the UK airspace. Any 
threat to the UK Air Defence Region would be handled in the light of the particular 
circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve the scrambling of diversion 
of air defence aircraft). This applies to any threat to the UK's security from whatever source. I 
should point out that to date, the MOD is not aware of any evidence which substantiate the 
existence of craft or life forms of extraterrestrial origin, and no threat has been discerned 
which has been attributed to a 'UFO'. 

Finally, the MOD does not rely on members of the public to inform us of sightings for defence 
reasons, we have a strategy in place, (as mentioned above). Therefore, reports are not 
investigated, and we do not have the remit to investigate aerial phenomena, but we do remain 
vigilant for anything which might indicate that the integrity of the UK's Air Defence Region 
may have been compromised. 



I hope that puts your mind at rest and is helpful. 



Yours sincerely 
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Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 

5 th Floor, Zone H 

Main Building 

Whitehall 

London 

SW1A2HB 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 



Section 40 



15 June 2006 20:41 



ection 40 



Re: UFO Sighting. 



Dear 



Section 40 



Thank you for your response. It happened on the 5th June 2006, at 10:12 PM. It was a 
ball of light, that looked on fire. It also produced no noise. There were five other 
reports made to Merseyside police, from Wirral, Huyton and ourselves at Haydock, 
St. Helens. 

We are also open minded, but wanted to put a rational explanation to what we 
witnessed. We also worried about defence issues, hence why we contated you. 

Thank you once again for your assistance. 
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> Dear Sir 
> 

> 
> 

> I am writing with reference to your report of an 'unidentified flying 

> object', that you saw above your home, the details of which were 

> passed to this Department. This office is the focal point within the 

> Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'UFOs'. 

> 
> 
> 

> First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence 

> examines any reports of 'unidentified flying objects' it receives 

> solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence 

> significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United 

> Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air 
activity. 

> Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom 

> from an external source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such 

> evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each 

> sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such 

> as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if 

> resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function 

> of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It 

> would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so. 
> 

> 
> 

> The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying 

> saucer' matters to the question of the existence or otherwise of 

> extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally open-minded. 

> I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which 

> substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. 



1 



Jith regard to your particular observation, what you saw could have 
been due to remnants of a fire that was in a Manchester Warehouse, 
although you haven't given this office a date or time of your 
sighting, to see if the dates match up, but then that is only a 
theory Also, I can't confirm whether we received any other 'UFO' 
* sightings on the day you saw the 'UFO' as you did not forward this 

> office in your e.mail, a specific date or time of the sighting. We are 

> satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the 
United Kingdom's airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft. 
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> 
> 
> 
> 

> Sorry I could not be more helpful 

> 
> 
> 

> Yours sincerely 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 

> 

> Ministry of Defence 
> 

> Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 
> 

> 5th Floor, Zone H 
> 

> Main Building 

> 

> Whitehall 
> 

> London 
> 

> SW1A 2HB 
> 

> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
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From: | 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



rth 



Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 



020 7218 900C 


i 


Section 40 







Section 40 



Hook 
Hampshire 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

3 July 2006 



Dear B^^XSH 

I am writing with reference to your message left on the Das answerphone. This office is the focal 
point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'UFOs'. 

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some 
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace 
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a 
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and to date no 'UFO' report has 
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported 
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be 
found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to 
provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence 
resources if we were to do so. 

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters to the 
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally 
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the 
existence of these alleged phenomena. 

Finally, if you have information on a UFO sighting, and would like to inform us of it, please leave 
the details on our UFO answerphone, as we do not correspond with members of the public by 
telephone to discuss UFO sightings or other phenomena. 

Thank you. 

Yours sincerely 
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Rom: 


Section 40 ■ 


Sent: 


20 June 2006 01 :34 





To: 

Subject: 



Re: Request for Information 



Thank you for your response 
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Section 40 



"Unwin wrote: 



Section 40 



I am writing concerning your message to the Ministry of Defence about 
information removed from the recently released MOD report entitled 
"Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air Defence Region" . Your 
message has been passed to this department because we are the focal 
point within the MOD for correspondence about UFOs (also known as UAP) 
and the department jointly responsible with the Defence Intelligence 
Staff for the release of this report. 



The report was originally released in response to a Freedom of 
Information request from a member of the public. The areas of the 
report which are removed and marked S.26, S.27 and S.40 refer to 
information withheld in accordance with the Freedom of Information Act 
2000, Section 

26 (Defence) , Section 27 (International Relations) and Section 40 
(Personal Information) . For a full explanation of the reason for the 
use of these exemptions please see the covering letter to the 
applicant who made the original request, on the MOD website at: 



http : / /www .mod . uk/Def encelnternet/FreedomOflnf ormation/DisclosureLog/ Sea 
rchDisclosureLog/UapReportLetterTc j^RnSfiEil ^tm 



I hope this is helpful, 



Yours sincerely, 
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Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 

5th Floor, Zone K '|j|5S)2J 

Main Building 

Whitehall 



1 



LONDON 
SW1A 2HB 

e-mail :das-uf o-office@mod.uk 
19th June 2006 
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19 June 2006 16:37 



Sent: 
To: 

Subject: lnternet-authorised:Request for Information 



Section 40 



Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing concerning your message to the Ministry of Defence about information removed from the recently released 
MOD report entitled "Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air Defence Region". Your message has been passed to 
this department because we are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence about UFOs (also known as UAP) 
and the department jointly responsible with the Defence Intelligence Staff for the release of this report. 

The report was originally released in response to a Freedom of Information request from a member of the public. The 
areas of the report which are removed and marked S.26, S.27 and S.40 refer to information withheld in accordance with 
the Freedom of Information Act 2000, Section 26 (Defence), Section 27 (International Relations) and Section 40 
(Personal Information). For a full explanation of the reason for the use of these exemptions please see the covering letter 
to the applicant who made the original request, on the MOD website at: 



http://www.mod.uk/Defenceln^ 



Sectio 



I hope this is helpful. 
Yours sincerely, 
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Ministry of Defence 
Directorate of Air Staff 
5th Floor, Zone H, 
Main Building 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SW1A2HB 



Freedom of Information 



e-mail:das-ufo-office@mod.uk 
19 th June 2006 



19/06/2006 
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^rom: 









15 June 2006 10:16 



Section 40 



Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 

Subject: FW: Official Action Required 
Categories: Do Not Log 

fUfSnB an e nquiry if you could help with please. 
nmormaTioriDelivery Team 
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Fromq 

Sent^5June2006 10:12 
Tc !5!9Sn>BB»M Info-SvcsLibrary-Office 
Subject: FW: Official Action Required 

To 



This should be directed to 
Thanks 
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in DAS a: 



ejp@red the document for publication. 
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From^^ySUBUJl 

Sent: 14 June 2006 15:11 

To: Info-Access-Office 

Subject: FW: Official Action Required 



From(8!95ft!S!SETifl On Behalf Of Info-SvcsLibrary-Office 
Se nt: 14 June 2006 15:10 

Subject: Official Action Required 



Official Action Required: Enquiry from Public 



Sectic gg| 



Team 



The enquiry below has been received via the MOD website. 

Could you please confirm that you will send a response on behalf of the Department. A copy of the responding email 
('cc') will suffice, and enable us to keep a record of performance in this area. 

Please note that the target response time of 15 working days, as per the Spending Review 2000 Service Delivery 
Agreement for MOD, is 23rd June, 2006. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent 
in the same timescale. 

If you are dealing with a request for recorded information, the request is covered by the Freedom of Information (FOI) Act, 
and generally requires a response within 20 working days. If the information is not already in the public domain and might 
need to be withheld, you should consult your FOI focal point, log and track the request using the Access to Information 
(AIT) toolkit, and comply with the FOI guidance from DG Info 

( http://defe n ceintranet.diiweb.r.mil.u k/Def ence lntr anet/A dmin/Resp ondToReq uests Forlnformatio n/ UseTheFOIGuid ance/). 
If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated as an FOI request, you should ask 



16/06/2006 



Page 2 of 2 

* • » 

your FOI Focal Point and refer to the guidance produced by DG Info. 




Many Thanks 

Original Message 

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk] 
Sent: 04 June 2006 00:50 
To: webmaster@dgics.mod.uk 
Subject: Research Enquiry 

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted 
on Sunday, June 4, 2006 at 00:49:51 



Section 40 



il 



txtCountry: Australia 

txtComments: Hi, I'm just looking at UAP in the UK Air Defence Region report and 
wondering why there are so many paragraphs with xxxxx's through them and s.26 cros 
completely. Are you hiding something? 
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From : 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1 A 2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 
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Section 40 



Reading 
Berkshire 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date: 

13 June 2006 



Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing with reference to your message left on Das answerphone on 13 June 2006. This office 
is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'UFOs'. 



First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some 
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace 
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a 
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and to date no 'UFO' has 
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighing reported 
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be 
found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to 
provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence 
resources if we were to do so. 



The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters to the 
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally 
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the 
existence of these alleged phenomena. 

You asked in your message if someone from this office could ring you back. Sorry, but we do not 
phone members of the public to discuss UFO sightings or other phenomena, as we have the 
answerphone for information to be left on. 

Yours sincerely 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1 A 2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 



Section 40 



Section 40 



London 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date: 

13 June 2006 



Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing with reference to your message left on Das answerphone on 13 June 2006. This office 
is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'UFOs'. 



First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely establish whether what was seen might have some 
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace 
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a 
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and to date no 'UFO' report has 
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported 
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be 
found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to 
provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence 
resources if we were to do so. 



The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters to the 
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally 
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the 
existence of these alleged phenomena. 

Finally, if you have information of a sighting, we have the answerphone for messages to be left 
on, regarding UFOs. 

Thank you. 



Yours sincerely 
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Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 



e-mail 



das-uf o-off ice @ mod . ' 






Auckland 4 
New Zealand 



13 June 2006 



Dear 




I am writing concerning your letter dated 20 May regarding an article in the Auckland Herald. 
I assume this article referred to the release of a UK Ministry of Defence report entitled 
"Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air Defence Region". Your letter has been passed to 
this Department as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence 
regarding UFOs (also known as UAP) and the Department jointly responsible with the Defence 
Intelligence Staff (DIS) for the release of this report. 

First it may be helpful if I explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 
'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial 
lifeforms. We remain totally open-minded, but to date the MOD knows of no evidence which 
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. The MOD examines any reports of 
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some 
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace 
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of 
a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source we do not attempt to identify the 
precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such 
as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the 
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of 
public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit. 

With regard to the released report, I can advise you that the MOD understands the public interest 
in information about UFOs and has embraced the spirit of open government. All requests for 
information are answered as fully as possible and, despite the size and original classification of 
this report, staff have taken great care to ensure that the majority of this large report is made 
available. We are pleased to be able to make the report available to a wide audience via the MOD 
website and if you have not yet had an opportunity to see the full report, you may wish to view it 
at http://www.mod.uk/DefenceInternet/FreedomOflnformation/PublicationScheme . 

As for your comments about the content of the report, I can advise you that the study was 
conducted purely to establish whether the UFO sighting reports received by the MOD were of any 
value to the Defence Intelligence Staff and whether there was a requirement for the DIS to see 
them in the future. Given the conclusion it was decided that there was no such requirement and, 
since December 2000, UFO reports have not been forwarded to the DIS. We appreciate that there 



may be those who disagree with the report's findings, but the MOD is satisfied that its 
conclusions are sufficient for defence needs. 



Your sincerely, 



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

LOuo P7iK& UK)S . 



DAS 



102No. 
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To 



cc. 



TO Ref No __S_2lZ£ 1 _/2006 



Date 



The Prime Mimster/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 
acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department . 

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 
impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 
No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his 
perusal. 

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 
for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOI A) from January 2005 . In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 
DG Info. 

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building, Whitehall, SW1 A 2HB 
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Section 



|dII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at hUp;//mamJef e nce., W duh^ 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit. 
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



' Delete as appropriate. 



IXVESTOK IN PEOPLE 



Revised January 2006 



to the Ministry of Defence 
Whitehall 
LONDON 



From 



Section 40 



Auckland 4 
New Zealand. 



Dear Sir/Madam. re Flying Saucers Controversy. 

I noted in our Auckland Herald recently. As no new evidence 
has come to pass on the above subject. The subject will not be pursued further. 

The writerQ KJiAnd his close friend absolutely dispute your findings. 

I enclose for your reading a sequence of events, that happened years ago. but 
are crystal clear in the minds of the above. Unfortunately the Lawyer who 
knew of the happening. Who became a High Court Judge in N.Z. could verify 
part of the extraordinary occurence,is no longer with us. 



1 enclose a small part of my record which 1 placed in my book. 

The part known by the Judge. [The Contract to build a new Complex.] 



CrVTLIAN-SOLDffiR-CI\TLIAN. 



Yes I am a W.W.2 --2nd N.Z.E.F. veteran,North Africa-Italy campaigns under 
Montgomery. 

1 will not say any more.As you may not be interested. Also the the person whom 
the Flying saucer occupants aimed their [we want you] is still very shocked over 
the whole [two episodes] is loath to speak about it. 
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20th May. 2006. 



Introduction to this true story. 
On my way home after visiting Staff at a Country 
Site. A lot of chaps on country work. Because they 
were having marital problems enjoyed the life. The 
wife and children received a cash amount each week. 
The rest was banked in the workers name. The idea, 
my secretaries f was a winner for them both. 

Rang from Wanstead Pub.Iwas on my way back. So 
as I am late Just lock up and go home.! cant she said 
A call from a lawyer for an earlier start on a contract. 
Documents required on the morrow.I will wait until 
you arrive. Monday by 10 o,clock. 
I arrived back and brought some eats for us both. 
What an upset secretary greeted me. Threw her arms 
around me. 1 1 like this I thought./ What is wrong ? 
A white light came past the window a while ago.I 
looked out but could see nothing.But it set me on 
edge. Not much work had been done. 
After a bit more consoling.I think we should have a 
bite to eat. You have had a long day. 



Page One. 

U. unidentified F. flying. O objects. 



This true story,has never been toldBut could be if the 

genuine enquiries are $ — confidential 

In this story no year or month date is mentioned. 

But the month date year of the U.F.O.is clearly etched. 

Like all businesses,work is the lifeblood The firms 

Secretary said she would stay late to complete a job 

contract/As we were the successful contractor./ 

It was a beautiful clear sky outside. Time sneaks along 

as you are working.A breakjbr a coffee. 

Suddenly a bright light swept past the window of the 

office. What was that ?? Again it swept past. The white 

light was anchored on the secretary. Then it was away 

again.lt made two or three sweeps and had a task to 

capture the secretary. 

It was obvious they had missed out,so it disappeared 
into the night sky. 

It took me a long time to console and bed down the 
Secretary. My Dr. came and attended to the Secretary. 
Assumed she was overworked and tired out. 



Page Two 



Foreman arrived early next day* What a night The 
Secretary answered the buzzer in some my night 
attire.[Had to pass the House to go to the office.] 
As quick as wildfire. The episode was known in the 
Office, Joinery Shop and outside. By Monday. The 
remarks. Enjoy the company Boss. A bout time too. 
I told the Secretary to take a week off. The office girl 
was really fa young thing. /thinking of all sorts of 
ways to find out what had been going on. 
It never did die down with the staff Even received, 
invites for the two of us..No complaints from us two 
Never ever has that episode been spoken abouLBut it 
was real. 

Later in the next year fA successful contract. /All the 
papers had to be ready for signing the following week. 
So the Secretary agreed to work late again. 
Completed the worLLets have a coffee* Opened the 
Drapes.A glorious clear starless sky. Then as quick as 
a flash. A Blinding white light as like last year. 
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The secretary was transfixed. Orange and Red lights 
flashed around the circular sphere. 
It was possible for me to see the identity of the figures 
inside. The light [white] grew stronger.lt was possible 
to see a ladder ready to push down. [Believe me it was 
scary] They were determined to get her. 
Sol shut the Drapes. The light became more intense. 

They gave up[ all over in ten minutes ] Opened the 
drapes again. To see the saucer climbing into the 
night sky. [This phenomenon. Like a mirage, only real] 

The writer and Secretary will never forget. It is well 
and truly etched in our minds for ever. 

We lived in an open space of over 200 acres, [clear] 
It was at the same time each visit. [Deadly Earnest] 
After building scores of homes in that particular area. 
The visits never reappeared. The makeup of the saucer 
was so clear. [see Photo.] similar. 
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U.F.O,s Flying Saucers, and the mysterious contract 
coincidences 

The contract wording had been completed. The 
letter from the Clients Lawyer.Come in on a date next 
weeLClient will be thereto complete the signing and 
go ahead with the work. Ft was good for the company. 
As I was on the committee that insisted that to tender 
on the same basis. [Quantity schedules were to be used 
by all contractors/ The job was over a certain figure. 
Page 50 Civilian-Soldier-Civilian. 
Arrived at the Lawyers.No sign of the client To this 
Day. He has never been found, only his car in a remote 
area,intact,but cleaned out. [How did it get there?/ 
His Business was kept going for 6 years, [a profitable] 
one.Even his closest friends./no knowledge/Mystery, 
still. 



Page Five. 



It would have been a breakthrough for the Firm and 
the Subbies. 

I am a returned soldier who is not easily left What if 

But that Flying Saucer was less than 10 feet from the 

office window — and us. 

No. [local gossip was not silenced/ 

Another visitor, same procedure as beforcRedfern is 

still chatting up the Secretary. 

Of course when I offered her a fortnight off. She would 
not take it. 

Nothing wrong with me. The junior was told to wipe 
the smile of her face.and told, [you can guess forever] 
But as you cant control yourself. Take this down town 
to the Lawyer. 

Was in the car and off. We enjoyed the invitations as 
secrets cant be kept in the small town.So they thought. 
We still keep in contact. The images of the U.F.O and 
the Flying Saucer will never go away. Open the Drapes 
at night. Automatically survey the Night sky. 



A Report card. 

Date, twice in a year. [ date withheld.] 

Area. Local .clear area except for own place. 

Time 2200 hrs to 2400 hrs 

Location North Island New Zealand. 

Observation. Two Persons. -Visual-Close encounter. 

Civilian [not a hoax JNot an aircraft.nor Balloon. 

Only one object each lime. [The secretary? does not 

have those sort of dreams nor myself 

Conclusion. What ever it was. [A mazing-Rewarding.] 
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Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 

Date 

13 June 2006 



Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing concerning your letter in response to my letter of 17 th May 2006. 



The "basic package" you describe is not distributed by the Ministry of Defence. As described in 
my previous letter, once we have established that there is no evidence that the United Kingdom's 
airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity, we do not attempt 
to positively identify what was seen. We do not therefore have records of "identified" and 
"unidentified" sighting reports. You also say that in 1995 there were 142 sightings reported. The 
MOD received 373 sighting reports that year, so clearly this information did not come from the 
MOD. 



You also mention frequent reports of commercial and military aircraft being "buzzed" by UFOs 
as reported in Paranormal Magazine. The MOD receives only a few such report each year and 
there is no evidence that these are becoming more frequent. Any reports from pilots or aircrew 
(civilian or military) are referred to air defence experts within the department, but none have 
revealed any evidence of a threat to the integrity of the UK's airspace. 

You asked why the MOD has a department that "investigates" individual UFO sighting reports 
from the public, if funds cannot be justified to research the potential threat posed by 
extraterrestrial craft. It may be helpful if I clarify that the MOD does not "investigate" UFO 
sightings. The integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous 
surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a 
combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time 
"picture" of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Policing Area would be handled in the 
light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve the 
scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft). From that perspective, reports provided to us of 
'UFO' sightings are examined, but consultation with air defence staff and others as necessary is 
considered only where there is sufficient evidence to suggest a breach of UK air space. The vast 
majority of reports we receive are very sketchy and vague. Only a handful of reports in recent 
years have warranted further examination and none revealed any evidence of a threat. 

With regard to your remarks about surveillance of internet sites, I can inform you that the MOD 
has no interest in sites viewed by those with an interest in UFOs and does not carry out any such 
activity. 



Finally, you comment about MOD files being incomplete and inaccurate because we have been 

•unable to supply information relating to "the greys" or the "Mihame". It is not a question of 
accuracy. The MOD know of no evidence that substantiates the existence of such phenomena. 
The only relevant records we might hold is if members of the public have written to the MOD 
about these. We currently hold UFO sighting reports and correspondence records spanning a 25 
year period. Clearly, if we were to search all these records the costs would quickly exceed the 
permitted £600 limit set for compliance with the Freedom of Information Act 2000 and as 
provided by Section 12 of the Act, the Ministry of Defence is not obliged to carry out such an 
exercise. 

I hope this is helpful. 



Yours sincerely, 
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Dear 
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I am writing in response to your letter dated 17 th May (your reference 11- 
05-2006-085309-004) in which you claimed to have no knowledge of a 
"basic package". 

The basic package usually contains the past 20 years worth of UFO sight- 
ings, i.e. 1995 had 142 sightings reported 100 identified and 42 unidenti- 
fied. It also contained an outline of the British Isles with the previous years 
unexplained sightings marked with crosses. 

Potential threat from UFO's does appear to be more and more frequent with 
quite scary reports coming out each month with commercial aircraft being 
"buzzed" by said UFO's. It has been acknowledged that the military have 
their craft "buzzed" by seemingly alien craft but now these unknown craft 
have entered our airspace to make themselves known to the general public. 
Last months Paranormal Magazine features details on this phenomenon and 



provides details of how to obtain evidence from a researcher. 



If public funds cannot be justifiably placed into properly researching the 
potentially real threat posed by allegedly extraterrestrial craft then why 
does the MoD have a department that "investigates" individual reports 
from the public. 

Unfortunately I do not have access to the internet at the moment so cannot 
retrieve the relevant files that I am looking for, including the specific report 
I asked for but thank you for the details, they are very help fill! I ask you 
this though, with the internet originally being a military form of communi- 
cation how can we be sure that your superiors are not monitoring what peo- 
ple look up, each site could transmit a signal that identifies a user to those 
who are "above the law" and they can then act by manipulating the relevant 
government department to destroy the soul of the user who just wants to 
know the truth. 



A The Future Is Already Here 
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The Text enclosed in my previous mailing is used by the ancients and I am 
sure if your files were complete and accurate you would find many samples 
or even a translation sheet. The Mihame are a race more commonly known 
as "the Greys" and once again you may need to update your files or ask the 
right questions. If you do choose to do some research of your own, all I ask 
is that you are careful and make sure you keep yourself safe. 

Thank You for your response. 

May you travel with silver footprints. Allubei. 



Yours sincerely, 







So\A ,iH ti 
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D/DAS/64/3 

Date 

13 th June 2006 
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Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing concerning your letter of 24 th May addressed to gSEiEDI regarding UFOs. This 
department is the foca^om^ithin the Ministry of Defence for correspondence regarding UFO 
matters and I am Bt^RgcjEM successor. 



It may assist you if I explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 
UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial 
lifeforms. We remain totally open-minded, but to date the MOD knows of no evidence which 
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. Any reports of 'UFOs' the MOD receives 
are examined solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence significance; 
namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been 
compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat 
to the United Kingdom from an external source, and to date no UFO' report has revealed such 
evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it 
is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found 
for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. 
We could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific 
defence remit. 



If you would like to see some of the information on UFOs released by the MOD please look at the 
Freedom of Information pages of the MOD website at 

http://www.mod.uk/Defen ceInternet/FreedomOflnformation There are also MOD UFO files 
from the 1 950s, 1 960s and early 1 970s open for viewing at The National Archives, Ruskin 
Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey. Details of how to access these records and an online catalogue 
can be found on The National Archives website at http://www.nationalarchives.Pov nk 

I hope this is helpful. 



Yours sincerely. 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 
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Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date: 

13 June 2006 
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Dearl 

I am writing with reference to your recent letter and enclosed book that I have just received. 
You will know our policy on UFOs due to previous correspondence. 
Your comments have been noted and both your letter and book have been placed on our files. 
Thank you. 

Yours sincerely 
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Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 

Date 

12 June 2006 



Dear ^B^mj 

I am writing concerning your letter dated 1 8 May and your email of 22 May regarding further 
comments on the release of the MOD report entitled "Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK 
Air Defence Region". 

I am sorry to hear you seem to have had difficulties navigating the documents on the MOD 
website. As the report is very large, it has been split in to a number of pdf files to make it easy 
and quick to download. In order to make the report easy to find, it has been highlighted in the Top 
Choices section on the Freedom of Information home page, and a direct link has been provided to 
all the volumes in the Publication Scheme. Links have also been provided between the letter to 
the applicant who made the original Freedom of Information request which is in the Disclosure 
Log Top Choices and the documents in the Publication Scheme. You should also be able to 
navigate effectively between the Volumes. 

With regard to your remarks about the use of "spiders", I can assure you that the MOD has 
simply made these documents available on our website and has no reason to engage in this type of 
activity. 

You also made some comments about the contents of the report and your theory that this report 
was released as propaganda to "counter the gathering momentum for disclosure". We appreciate 
that there may be those who disagree with the report's findings, but the MOD is satisfied that its 
conclusions are sufficient for defence needs. The circumstances surrounding the release of the 
report has already been explained in my previous letter. As for the disclosure of information in 
general, anyone (anywhere in the World) is able to make a Freedom of Information Act request 
and if the MOD holds relevant information and we are able to disclose it, we will. A great deal of 
information has already been released under the Freedom of Information Act and prior to the 
introduction of the Act, in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government 
Information. In addition there is information open for public viewing at The National Archives, 
Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey. Further details can be found on their website at 
http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk . 

Yours sincerely, 
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Woolwich UFO Research Group 



London 





Tel: 




Dear 



Firstly for your amusement, I've been sent in a fantastic cartoon (from someone 
known to both of use who wishes to remain anon). You might have already seen it? 
As its all over the internet.... After checking my files it is a pastiche on a mid 60's 

'Condon Report' cartoon pretty ironic. I have sent Nick Pope a copy, but I 

presume, everyone has already. Poor old Nick r at least he'll see the sunny side of it! 

My main pQini being hopefully our UFO Group's reply to Project Condign will be 
ready for the next issues of Rapport, Borderland, Suforg etc as the story has generated 

a lot of interest both publicly and in groups but sadly as you obviously are aware 

its just another whitewash 

In brief my opinion (after over 25 years of research and numerous personal 
sightings), is that project Condign is an attempt by the UK (MOD & Govt) to create a 
'Condon Report' type propaganda in a hopeless effort to counter the gathering 
momentum for disclosure. 

Was Rendlesham (1980) just weather phenomena? I know several of the 

witnesses Was the craft I filmed and many other witnessed there (I have sent your 

dept some photography) in Dec 2005, likewise weather phenomena? We could clearly 

see it was a solid 3D object at close range we were possible less than 100 feet 

from it, 3 times that night 

What about other cases with real evidence, there are hundreds that have affected UK 
airspace. The Belgium 'Triangle Incidents' or November 1989 & March 1990? The 
third sighting ended with the 'UFO' vanishing approx. a couple of minutes from 

Britain's South Coast and within our airspace Is this of 'no defence 

significance?'... ... esp: when the Belgium Airforce was sent to intercept it (made 

visual contact, but were unable to follow it). I have a copy of the letter by Maj-Gen W. 

De Brouwer that states the 'UFO' was not classified as 'HOSTILE' very 

strange... . A flying craft that can evade fighter planes across Europe would presume 
to be classified as HOSTILE? A similar type sighting was witnessed over the 
Canterbury area (Kent) between 17-20 & Sept 1993. I saw this personally on the 20 th 
September and took photographs. 

There are too many other cases to mention & now I know the MOD have more than 
just a limited interest in UFO's'. Myself and other have complained about being 

tailed many times on skywatches (on public land) I have been stopped and 

questioned both by the police and military, often reporting the matter myself. As Nick 

Pope told me, 'its obvious follow the researchers and you'll find the 'UAP's' 

(should I say UFO's or ET craft).' To be totally honest I'm no longer concerned about 
the surveillance, I'll gladly throw an open invite to the officers on these 'secret 

projects' to attend our skywatches if these depts want to read my mail, tap my 

phone in the name of UFO research go ahead 
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Secondly I met up with a member of TORRA (the weather monitoring organisation) 
last week and he explained to me, that many years ago his organisation was 
approached by the MOD, firstly not to look into this type of phenomena. Then when it 
was known they've been doing this research for years, not to publish any of their 
findings or hand them on to any 3 rd party. He's sent me many pictures of such 
phenomena over the years, which could almost all be scientifically classified as 
UFO's but are not in any stretch of the imagination ET craft. I am now doing my best 
to pursued him to go public with these letters to show how the MOD have lied about 
secret projects into UFO research not existing 



You'll be pleased to know I have turned down an offer from SKY TV to work on a 
new project called 'Abduct Me', as I told them it was stupid & irrational. And last the 
BBC, concerning my pictures and story from Rendlesham December 2005. As they 
have been approached by new witnesses to collaborate my parties facts. I told her I 
was'nt interested in the money, and why did they only send a radio crew from BBC 
Suffolk that night and not cameras and leave the car park to head back for Ipswich 
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Yours truly, 






Woolwich UFO Group) 
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From: gEtfUUUKjUU 

Sent: 22 May 2006 1 5:22 
To: DAS-UFO-Office 
Subject: re: thanx for the quick reply 




reeserve.co.uk] 



Dear 




Thank you for the quick reply; as I am aware you must be snowed under with requests from people like me. 
We are actually still going through the report(s) 

but it was pretty hard to navigate the site, (plus all this site doesn't work yet )the .pdf file sizes were very large for the 

amount of data contained (?) plus other people I know who have also visited the site have notice the amount of data 

being sent from our systems is quite large.... we are suspicious you are using 'spiders'.... I'm not too concerned 
personally 

as this PC is only full of UFO images & reports I have nothing to hide plus its all safely back up from hackers. 

Hope you liked the cartoon of Nick Pope we posted you plus some information on TORRA (whom which I had a 

meeting 

with members last week), the weather research organisation. 

Thank you for your answers and we will keep you posted on any future sightings (our last 2 skywatches were washed out 
by the rain), that we feel 

a) could be ET craft b) or UFO's seen in UK airspace we've been in this game long enough to discount 'so called 

weather phenomena', or try (=f) 

& change the name of UFO to UAP to divert media attention ffom the subject. Our Govt: has made a 10 year policy of 

trying to re-name everything, 

in order to impose its own belief system on us. 

In brief my opinion (after over 25 years of research and numerous personal sightings), is that project Condign is 
an attempt by the 

UK (MOD & Govt) to create a 'Condon Report' type propaganda in a hopeless effort to counter the gathering 
momentum for disclosure. 

All the best EBBflSBHiw UFORGl 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 



Section 40 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 

Preston D/DAS/64/3 
Lancashire Date: 

7 June 2006 
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Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing with reference to your recent message left on Das answerphone. This office is the 
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'UFOs'. 

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some 
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace 
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a 
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and to date no 'UFO' report has 
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported 
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be 
found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to 
provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence 
resources if we were to do so. 

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters to the 
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally 
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the 
existence of these alleged phenomena. 

With regard to your sightings, they have been noted. 

Finally, I should like to assure you that Defence technology, including the effectiveness of our air 
defence systems, is constantly evolving and we are confident that our air defence capabilities fully 
meet the air defence threat and protect the integrity of the UK Air Defence Region. 

Yours sincerely 



Section 40 




Section 40 



From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

rth 



5™ Floor, ZoneH, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



e-mail 



(Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 

das-ufo-office@mod.uk 



020 7218 2140 
020 72 18 9000 
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Whiteinch 
Glasgow 
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Our Reference 
D/D AS/64/3 

Date 

7 th June 2006 



Dear E^SiEy^B 

I am writing in response to your letter concerning 'unidentified flying objects' seen over Glasgow. 
Your letter has been passed to this department as we are the focal point within the Ministry of 
Defence for correspondence about 'UFOs'. I apologise for the delay in replying. 



First it may be helpful if I explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 
'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial 
lifeforms. We remain totally open-minded, but to date the MOD knows of no evidence which 
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. The MOD examines any reports of 
'UFOs' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence 
significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might 
have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a 
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, we do not attempt to identify the 
precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such 
as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the 
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of 
public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit 

With regard to your comments that the defence systems of this country is being breached, I can 
assure you that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous 
surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a 
combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time 
"picture" of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Policing Area would be handled in the 
light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve the 
scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft). From that perspective, reports provided to us of 
'UFO' sightings are examined, but consultation with air defence staff and others as necessary is 
considered only where there is sufficient evidence to suggest a breach of UK air space. The vast 
majority of reports we receive are very sketchy and vague. Only a handful of reports in recent 
years have warranted further investigation and none revealed any evidence of a threat. 

I have viewed your video and am content that it contains nothing of defence concern. As 
requested it is hereby returned to you. 



Yours sincerely, 



Section 40 



Section 40 



voc^ Viewed ^>uJ^r 



Section 40 



Section 40 



* 



o 



a 



* 



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

" i3 





St- 

TREAT CfFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To ^^(^ffiVP TO Ref No 1 /2006 

cc 

Date ^ * 



>■! The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached H 

H correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor Q 

H acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department*. HJ 
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DII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://main.defence.mod.uk'mm_parl/PariBrch/TOGuid.htm 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit. 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



' Delete as appropriate. 



M Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 

52 should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 

impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that >rf 
• •> No 1 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his >£ff 
perusal. 



> 



HH Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 

\\ for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 

^ Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 'T* 

correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 

£t} differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence HH 

S requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be N«j 

HH withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information W 

W toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see HH 

y http://aitportaydefault.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence w 

PQ will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated W 

Oas an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by Jj 

DG Info. " 



^ It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence ^ 

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A Main Building, Whitehall, SW 1A 2HB 



INVESTOR IN PEOPLE 



Revised January 2006 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone (Direct dial) 020 721 8 2140 
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000 
(Fax) 
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Abingdon 
Northampton 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

6 June 2006 



Dear 



Section 40 







I am writing with reference to your message left on Das answerphone on 5 June 2006. This office 
is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'UFOs'. 

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some 
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace 
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a 
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and to date no 'UFO' report has 
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported 
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be 
found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to 
provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence 
resources if we were to do so. 

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters to the 
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it remains totally 
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the 
existence of these alleged phenomena. 

Finally, if you have information on a UFO sighting, and would like to inform us of it, please leave 
the details on our UFO answerphone. 

Thank you. 

Yours sincerely 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 




Telephone 



e-mail 



(Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 

das-ufo-off ice @ mod. i5E 



020 7218 2140 
020 72189000 
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Ipswich 
Suffolk 



Our Reference 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date 

26 May 2006 



Dear BsBngiiaMl 

Thank you for your letter dated 8 May concerning unidentified flying objects (UFOs) and your 
comments regarding the release of a Ministry of Defence report entitled "Unidentified Aerial 
Phenomena in the UK Air Defence Region". Your letter has been passed to this Department as 
we are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence regarding UFOs (also known as UAP) 
and the Department jointly responsible with the Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) for the release of 
this report. 

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 
UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial 
lifeforms. We remain totally open-minded, but to date the MOD knows of no evidence which 
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. The MOD examines any reports of 
'UFOs' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence 
significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might 
have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a 
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source we do not attempt to identify the 
precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such 
as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the 
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of 
public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit 

The MOD report was released in response to a Freedom of Information request from an academic 
researcher. The MOD understands the public interest in information about UFOs and has 
embraced the spirit of open government. All requests for information are answered as fully as 
possible and, despite the size and original classification of this report, staff have taken great care 
to ensure that the majority of this large report is made available. We are pleased to be able to 
make the report available to a wide audience via the MOD website and if you have not yet had an 
opportunity to see the full report, you may wish to view it at 
htt p:/./www.mod.uyDefenceIntemet/FreedomOfInformation/PublicationScheme . 

With regard to your comments about the content of the report, I can advise you that the study was 
conducted purely to establish whether the UFO sighting reports received by the MOD were of any 
value to the DIS and whether there was a requirement for the DIS to see them in the future. Given 
the conclusion it was decided that there was no such requirement and, since December 2000, UFO 
reports have not been forwarded to the DIS. We appreciate that there may be those who disagree 



with the report's findings, but the MOD is satisfied that its conclusions are sufficient for defence 
needs. 

As for the details you provided of UFO sightings in West Germany and Thailand, I should inform 
you that the MOD is only responsible for the UK Air Policing Area and does not therefore get 
involved with UFO reports in other countries. Defence of this airspace would, of course, be a 
matter for the nations concerned. 

Finally, you mentioned the well known reported sighting at Rendlesham Forest in December 
1980. You may be interested to learn that all the papers the MOD holds on these events have also 
been released and can be reviewed on the MOD website as the address given above. 

Yours sincerely, 
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1 feel compelled to write to you today after hearing your report 
on BBC Radio lour that uiue exist out are down to atmospheric 
pnenomena. I hope you will iorgive my unproiessional typing ana 
error corrections, 

Iqvl may have already guessed what is coming - a disagreement with 
your conclusions on the cause of UPOs, 1 am a retired person now 
living in Ipswich. During thr 197os i was employed as a Commercial 
Assistant in xne Hamburg west German Gonsula"Ce. During my stay in 
this country, i experienced two spectacular UirO signtmgs which, 1 
would venture to say, could not be put down to such atmospheric 
phenomena as you desex-ide, but were almost certainly/ extraterresxrial 
in origin. 

on noj.io.ay with my wife and her moxner in Scnleswig-Holstein, we 
were enjoying some good summer weaxner on a camping site a few miles 
west of the City oi Lubeck. Here we saw, with several other campers, 
a large dazzlingly bright blue disc crojs the sicy, lighting up a 
large area of the sky around it. Bizarrly, it nad eight greyish jet 
trails bahina it, four on each side of the centre, tnese oscillating 
through 9 o* about once a second, such that they formed a "lan" tnen 
a "lattice". There was no sound. She object disappeared into thin 
air after some 2o seconds perhaps. Not knowing how high the object 
was 1 can only guess at its size: however it was flying through a 
thin translucent layer of "mackerel" cloua {so thin we coula see 
stars through it). This kind oi cioud commonly occupies the sky at 
rougnly 10,000 feet, so it may have been about xwo miles away. That 
would make it a very big object indeed, l would say it could have 
accommodated many Jumbojets inside its circumference. I attach a 
rough sketch of the object. 

In February ly'73 the li-erman Air Force was forced to scramble firstly 
neiicopters and when these couidn-t gex high enough, titan ignter 
dets whose operational ceiling wixn aiterburners is soipp fifteen 
miles, to investigate a large oiue lignt appearing over cue centre 
of the City of Hamburg. It stayed put exactly over the town nail 
outside the earth's atmosphere wnere our aircraft couldn't feacA it, 
for some twenty-four nuurs, so synchronously orbiting witn the earth. 
We were xoid it was a "weather balloon" later, Dut now could a 
weather balloon mimic the earth's orbit, and wny would the air force 
be scrambled to investigate such a mundane objectY 

In jNovember 1995,, the world Service of the BBC reported in its "Science 
in Action" serieshow several red spheres came down onto rice padaies 
north of the ciy'oi iiangicolc, Thailand. These oojecxs moved above ' 
the treetops out of the way or large numbers of farmworkers who came 
xo see them when word got around. When nothing happened alter some time 
and xne onlookers drifted away, tney came down to f round level again. 
A government official sent from Bangkok to inve stigate also saw tne 
objects and was able to report the larmers hadn't been drinking tne 
local ricewine as suspected. 



2.. 



witn respect to the red spheres, and at great risk to any cred- 
loiiity 1 may have, I must also report having seen These red 
spheres myself, over open land on the soutnern edge of Ipswich. 
I had been seeing fleetingly slow-moving red lights at night 
arouna a small wood, "Spring wood" which my then flat overlooked 
The wood runs alongside the A14 motorway tnrough Belstead BrooK 
vale, the aforementioned open iand. One day out walking toward 
said, wood, in broad daylight, such a red sphere zoomed down out 
01 the low cloud base across the A14 into the field I was walr.ng irj 
It hovered a few ieet above ground at a distance oi some 5o yards 
from me, so I got a good look at It , before it disappeared into 
thin air after say lo seconds. it was a bright, fairly luminous 
brilliant red sphere about exgnt feet diameter, without 'any markings. 
Th ere was no so una. A neighbour said he also saw suchrian ooject 
while visiting a fiat about .a mile west of my signting at the same 
time. This o eject actually invaded the housing estate, moving 
oetween apartment clocks. "I 1 his was in the late 1 98 os . 

I do not think these objects are "atmospheric phenomena" but nave 
or are guided by, some kind ox intelligence. I nave a theory 

they may be "non-baryomc" in xneir makeup, wnicn would perhaps* 
explain their capability to appear and disappear at will, as xney 
seem to be alien to our laws of pnysics, we are unlikely ever to 
"get a handle" on them. i would also remind the Investigating 
team, these objects have often been caught on rada*r, so cannot be 
solely down to atmospheric phenomena. 

The Hamburg and Thailand events couia be authenticated as These must 
surely be recorded, in local newspapers and government files. 
Unfortunately i cannot prove the veracity of my own sightings, so I 
nope you will not regard me as a krann or attention-seeker. 

inaxus you ior reading my story. 



lours sincerely, 
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Ipswich Suffolk 
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May 8, 2oo6 



P.S. I have a theory that these spheres may be connected with the 
famous Kendiesham Forest UFO incident seen Dy ±3entwaters Air Base 
personnel. The aaO should be able to authenticate also the Thai 
event from its archives. The -"-endlesnam event was in lySo. 



MINISTRY of MMNGti, ' / 

WHITEHALL LONDOS 

UFO Research Team 
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Dear Sir 




I am writing concerning your email message to the Ministry of Defence regarding the 
release of the MOD report entitled "Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air 
Defence Region". Your e-mail has been passed to this Department as we are the focal 
point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence regarding UFOs (also known 
as UAP) and the Department jointly responsible with the Defence Intelligence Staff 
(DIS) for the release of this report. 

The Ministry of Defence understands the public interest in information about UFOs 
and has embraced the spirit of open government. All requests for information are 
answered as fully as possible and, despite the size and original classification of this 
report, staff have taken great care to ensure that the majority of this large report is 
made available. We are pleased to be able to make the report available to a wide 
audience via the MOD website and if you have not yet had an opportunity to see the 
full report, you may wish to view it at 

http://www.mod.uk/DefenceInternet/FreedomOfInfonTiation/PublicationScheme . 

With regard to your comments about the content of the report, I can advise you that 
the study was conducted purely to establish whether the UFO sighting reports 
received by the MOD were of any value to the DIS and whether there was a 
requirement for the DIS to see them in the future. Given the conclusion it was 
decided that there was no such requirement and, since December 2000, UFO reports 
have not been forwarded to the DIS. We appreciate that there may be those who 
disagree with the report's findings, but the MOD is satisfied that its conclusions are 
sufficient for defence needs. 

Yours sincerely, 
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Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
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Main Building 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SW1 A 2HB 

e-mail:das-ufo-off ice® mod.uk 



26 May 2006 
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Sent: 10 May 2006 11:13 
To: DAS-FOI 

Subject: Correspondence with Other MOD Depts 



Official Ac tion Requi red: Enquiry from Public 



Section 40 



| (Directorate Air Staff) 
The enquiry below has been received via the MOD website. 

Could you please confirm that you will send a response on behalf of the Department. A copy of the responding email 
('cc') will suffice, and enable us to keep a record of branch performance in this area. 

Please note that the target response time of 15 working days, as per the MOD Service Agreement, is 31 st May 2006. If, 
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent in the same timescale. 

Many Thanks 
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Information D elivery Team 
Ground Floor, f 
Main Building 
London 
SW1A 2HB 
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txtName : 
txtEmail : 
txtCountry: UK 



Section 40 



txtComments: I find it disgusting that you put out disinformation regarding UFO's to the 
BBC, complete propaganda. 

The UK hacker, Gary McKinnon, hacked the Pentagon, and was in the news recently, and had 
some interesting things to say about what he saw. . . 

Your attempt at trying to confuse people is pathetic. Anyone with half a brain knows that 
life must exsist elsewhere, given how big the universe is (or so we've been told) . 

Jahbulon can suck my nuts . 



10/05/2006 



BBC NEWS | Technology | UK hacker 'should be extradited' 
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□□H NEWS 



UK hacker 'should be extradited' 



Mr McKinnon could face a lengthy jail sentence in the US j 

McKin nan's reaction 

UK hacker Gary McKinnon should be recommended for extradition to the US, | 

a district judge has ruled. I 



1 The decision means Mr McKinnon will face trial in America for what the US has called 
| "the biggest military hack of all time". 

Although he has admitted hacking US military networks, Mr McKinnon said he was 
motivated by curiosity not malice. 

The final decision on whether he should be sent to the US for trial rests with the 
home secretary. 



Hack attack 

The decision was given at Bow Street Magistrates' Court in London and ends three years of uncertainty 
for Mr McKinnon. 

Speaking outside the court after hearing the decision Mr McKinnon said: "It went as expected and now 
the appeals process can now start." 

Karen Todner, Mr McKinnon's solicitor, said: "We're obviously very disappointed with the judgement that 
was given this morning. We're proposing to appeal this to the Secretary of State, and if we're still 
refused we will then appeal to the High Court for a decision to allow Gary to be tried here as a British 
citizen." 



Mr McKinnon was first arrested in 2002 by the UK's National Hi-Tech Crime Unit for hacking into a series 
of computer networks used by the US Army, Navy, Air Force, and Department of Defense. 

The US in its case for extradition said Mr McKinnon caused more than $700,000 (£375,235) of damage 
while exploring the computer networks at various US military institutions. 

It said one attack at the Earle Naval Weapons Station took place soon after September 11, 2001 made it 
impossible to use critical systems. The US Department of Justice said it took a month to get systems 
working in the aftermath of this attack. 

Mr McKinnon has admitted that he spent almost two years exploring these networks but has said he was 
motivated by a search for what he called "suppressed technology". 

In a recent BBC interview, Mr McKinnon said he had got close to getting pictorial evidence of 
technologies that could be of huge benefit to everyone but the US government was not releasing. 



GARY MCKINNON SPEAKS 



Watch the jn te ryje w 



http://newsvote.bbc.co.uk/mpapps/pagetools/prin^^ 10/05/2006 



BBC NEWS | Technology | UK hacker 'should be extradited' Page 2 of 2 

In numerous interviews about the case, Mr McKinnon has resisted attempts to portray him as a hacking 
mastermind. By contrast he said he was a "bumbling hacker" that exploited the lax security policies of 
the US military. 

Speaking after the hearing ended, he said: "My intention was never to disrupt security. The fact that I 
logged on with no password showed there was no security to begin with." 

Ms Todner said she was worried that any sentence Mr McKinnon received in the US would be 
"disproportionate" to the scale of the offences he committed. 

"There is power under the Computer Misuse Act to charge him here and he could stand trial here," said 
Ms Todner. "In fact, had that happened he probably would have been tried, served his sentence and 
have been released by now" 

If tried and found guilty in the US, Mr McKinnon could face decades in jail and fines totalling millions of 
dollars. 



Story from BBC NEWS: 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/ go/pr/fr/-/ l/hi/technology/4757375.stm 
Published: 2006/05/10 12:06:24 GMT 
© BBC MM VI 
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Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing concerning your e-mail regarding the release of the MOD report entitled 
"Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air Defence Region". Your e-mail has 
been passed to this Department as we are the focal point within the Ministry of 
Defence for correspondence regarding UFOs (also known as UAP) and the 
Department jointly responsible with the Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) for the 
release of this report. 



Given your comments it might be helpful if I first explain that the MOD does not have 
any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the 
existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms. We remain totally open-minded, 
but to date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these 
alleged phenomena. The MOD examines any reports of 'UFOs' it receives solely to 
establish whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely, 
whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been 
compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a 
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, we do not attempt to 
identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that 
rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for 
them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification 
service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go 
beyond our specific defence remit. 

The Ministry of Defence understands the public interest in information about UFOs 
and has embraced the spirit of open government. All requests for information are 
answered as fully as possible and, despite the size and original classification of this 
report, staff have taken great care to ensure that the majority of this large report is 
made available. We are pleased to be able to make the report available to a wide 
audience via the MOD website and if you have not yet had an opportunity to see the 
full report, you may wish to view it at 

htt p://www.mod.uk/DefenceIntemet/FreedomOfInformation/PublicationScheme . 

With regard to your comments about the content of the report, I can advise you that 
the study was conducted purely to establish whether the UFO sighting reports 
received by the MOD were of any value to the DIS and whether there was a 
requirement for the DIS to see them in the future. Given the conclusion it was 
decided that there was no such requirement and, since December 2000, UFO reports 
have not been forwarded to the DIS. We appreciate that there may be those who 
disagree with the report's findings, but the MOD is satisfied that its conclusions are 
sufficient for defence needs. 



Yours sincerely, 
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Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
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Main Building 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SW1A 2HB 



e-mail:das-ufo-office@mod.uk 



26 May 2006 



** TO^GfVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



U MAY MOB 




■ vis. • 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To Pjg ^) TO Ref Noil^H_l 



/2006 



cc. 



Date LLi 5~ oQ** 



The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 
acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department*. 

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 
impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 
No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his 
perusal. 

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 
for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 
DGInfo. 

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building, Whitehall, SW1 A 2HB 



DII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at ht^://mainJefence.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htm 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit. 
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From: 









Sent: 09 May 2006 15:27 
To: public@ministers.mod.uk 
Subject: RE: UFO - THANK YOU 
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Ohio 44122 USA 



Thank you 
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Ohio 44122 USA 



Ministers <Ministers@mod.uk> wrote: 



Thank you for your enquiry. For a reply from MOD, please re-send your 
message to public@ministers.mod.uk, together with your full postal 
address. 

Many thanks, 

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit 
5th Floor, Zone A 
Main Building 
Whitehall, London 
SW1 A 2HB 



Or dinal \/ff?g<aagp- 

From| 

Sent: 08 May 2006 22:37 
To: public@ministers.mod.uk 
Subject: UFO 

Hello. I read about a report released that says there 
are no flying saucers or alien life here. For what 
it's worth, I had a legitimate sighting here in the 
states back in july of 2000. It was no natural thing. 
It was a daylight sighting of saucer-like objects 
doing particular movements. I won't go into details 
and waste your time, but I know that what I saw was of 
an intelligent nature. I don't know from where they 
came but if you saw what I did you'd be a believer 

[Cleveland, Ohio USA 



Thank you. 
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10/05/2006 



Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing concerning your email of 8 May regarding 'unidentified flying objects'. 
Your message has been passed to this Department as we are the focal point within the 
Ministry of Defence for correspondence about UFOs. 

It may be helpful if I explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in 
respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise 
of extraterrestrial lifeforms. We remain totally open-minded but to date the MOD 
knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. 
The MOD examines any reports of 'UFOs' it receives solely to establish whether what 
was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any 
evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile 
or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United 
Kingdom from an external source, and to date no UFO' report has revealed such 
evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. 
We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural 
phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide 
this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public 
funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit. 

With regard to your particular observations, we are satisfied that there is no 
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's airspace has been 
breached by unauthorised aircraft. 

If you wish to see information about UFOs which has been released to the public from 
MOD records, please look at the MOD website 

http://www.mod.uk/DefenceInternet/FreedomOfInfonn.ation/PublicationScheme 
There is also information available for public viewing at The National Archives. 
Details can be found on their website at http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk . 

Yours sincerely, 
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Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
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Main Building 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SW1A2HB 

e-mail:das-ufo-office@mod.uk 



26 May 2006 



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

* ■ ' ■■■"■„ , 



DAS 

102Nn 




TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

Tn DftSflfl) IvP TOWrfNn S-5^ /2006 



CC. 



Date 



* 

^ The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 

{H correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 

gjj acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department*. 

2 Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 

2 should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 

pLn impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 

m No 1 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his 

perusal. 

hri Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 

- for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 

^ Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 

j^j correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 

y differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 

^ requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 

withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
w toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

£3 http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 

PQ will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 

Oas an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 
^ DG Info. 

^ It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A Main Building, Whitehall, SW1 A 2HB 
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DII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://nminJefence.mod.uk/mmjarl/PartBrch/TOGuid.htm 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



Delete as appropriate. 
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msn.com] 

Sent: 08 May 2006 1 8:58 
To: public@ministers.mod.uk 
Subject: ufos are intelligently driven craft and are not man-made 

Dear Minister 

It is a fallacy for the government to assume that these vehicles aren't piloted by intelligences. These photos 
were taken by me and my husband. On both occasions, the crafts were invisible. The reason that I knew 
where they were as I sensed them and was directed where to point the camera. Natural phenomenon is 
incapable of that sort of communication. The one over the church tower was taken in the middle of the 
afternoon over St Saviours Church, Magdalene Street Norwich and there were plenty of people who could 
have seen it had it wanted to do so. 

The second one was taken over my flat. The pink shield like object at the bottom. I sensed the craft was like 
a living organism, but intelligences were inside of it, (biomechanical). 

I have had experiences with these craft and their occupants from the age of four. I remember seeing the 
greys, and having thought I imagined them by the bed. It wasn't until I woke up the next morning with a 
small pin hole in my navel and it leaking that I knew something happened. I was married to a man in the 
military at the time and I had to military officers, who were doctors questioning me at length demanding to 
know who done the surgical procedure on me. As far as, I am concerned, I just lost a little bit of dna with 
that encounter. No real harm done and no long term psychological damage. I was much more distressed by 
the military doctors abrupt questioning than the incident itself. 

I have always come back intact. However, I have developed a sixth sense, as it were, or they somehow 
communicate to me where to point the camera. Two days before the photograph of the craft over the 
church, I had had a dream interrupted where a tall, white being communicated to me. 

There is no hostility associated with their presence in our atmosphere. Then again, we did invite them with 
the Voyager craft in the 70's. 

However, I don't like my intelligence being insulted by telling me that these beings do not exist and they are 
not visiting. We send craft out there; is mankind's ego so big that it can't handle visitors taking an interest in 
our planet. 

Earth is a beautiful planet and is a living organism in itself. It is a contrast to see the beauty marred by 
violence, bloodshed, hunger, rape, etc, etc. The bombs used in warfare are as detrimental to the 
environment, as the carbons emitted by cars. By warring with each other, we are not only destroying 
ourselves, but our planet. Global Warming can't solely be blamed on pollutants, cars, and toxins. Weapons of 
war contribute to the planet's health. 

Besides, if we have any hope of reaching the furtherest planets and meeting our neighbours outside of our 
solar system, then we need to take into account that if we are to achieve that goal that we must unite in 
peace and find a common goal. 

They are visiting us without interference, or hostility. Would we be so peaceful, or we would just go at take 
whatever we want from another civilisation and strip it of it's minerals and destroy it's people and it's 
environment like we are doing to our own. 

thank you for taking the time to read this. 

My full address is at the bottom of this email. 
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09/05/2006 



^micTNorfolk^W 



Express yourself instantly with MSN Messenger! MSN Messenger 



09/05/2006 



•v. ! 



Dear 



Section 40 



1 



I am writing concerning your e-mail regarding the release of the MOD report entitled" 
"Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air Defence Region". Your e-mail has 
been passed to this Department as we are the focal point within the Ministry of 
Defence for correspondence regarding UFOs (also known as UAP) and the 
Department jointly responsible with the Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) for the 
release of this report. 

The Ministry of Defence understands the public interest in information about UFOs 
and has embraced the spirit of open government. All requests for information are 
answered as fully as possible and, despite the size and original classification of this 
report, staff have taken great care to ensure that the majority of this large report is 
made available. We are pleased to be able to make the report available to a wide 
audience via the MOD website and if you have not yet had an opportunity to see the 
full report, you may wish to view it at 

http://www.mod.uk/DefenceInternet/FreedomOflnfonnation/PublicationScheme . 

With regard to your comments about the content of the report, I can advise you that 
the study was conducted purely to establish whether the UFO sighting reports 
received by the MOD were of any value to the DIS and whether there was a 
requirement for the DIS to see them in the future. Given the conclusion it was 
decided that there was no such requirement and, since December 2000, UFO reports 
have not been forwarded to the DIS. We appreciate that there may be those who 
disagree with the report's findings, but the MOD is satisfied that its conclusions are 
sufficient for defence needs. 

Yours sincerely, 
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Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
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Main Building 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SW1 A 2HB 

e-mail : das-ufo-office@mod.uk 



26 May 2006 
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Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 



feedback@www.mod.uk 
08 May 2006 01:1 6 
webmaster@dgics.mod.uk 
Low Flying Enquiry 



Below is the result of your feedback form. 
01:15:32 



It was submitted on Monday, May 8, 2 006 at 



Section 40 



txtName : 
txtEmail 
txtCountry: USA 



Section 40 



txtComments: You guys have got to be kidding with the plasma nonsense. 
Nick pope? 

Very few people still believe ufos don't exist. 



Ever heard of 



1 



Dear 



Section 4 



i 




\ fit 



I am writing concerning your email of 8 May regarding extraterrestrials and UFOs. 
Your message has been passed to this department because we are the focal point 
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence about UFOs. 



It might be helpful if I explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in 
respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise 
of extraterrestrial lifeforms. We remain totally open-minded but to date the MOD 
knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. 
Any reports of 'UFO' sightings the MOD receives are examined solely to establish 
whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there 
is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by 
hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to 
the United Kingdom from an external source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed 
such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported 
sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or 
natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to 
provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of 
public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit. 

If you wish to see information the MOD has released about UFOs, please look at the 
MOD website at http://www.mod.uk/DefenceInternet/FreedomOfInfonnation/ 



Yours sincerely, 
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Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
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Main Building 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SW1A 2HB 



e-mail :das-ufo-office@mod .uk 



26 May 2006 
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^Sfe^F^frFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 
To /2006 



cc. 



Date VO^Ar/oG 



* 

^ The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 

H correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 

qjjj acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department*. 

2 Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 

2 should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 

P«4 impossible, an interim reply shouki be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 

m No 1 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his 

jrjjj perusal. 

hpj Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 

. for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 

^ Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 

correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
ps) differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 

S requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 

withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
w toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

^ http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 

PQ will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 

Oas an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 
^ DG Info. 

^ It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building, Whitehall, SW1 A 2HB 



DII: MimlsteiMT^orresp^ 

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://mainJefence.mod.uk/min_parl/PaHBrch/WGuid.htm 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit. 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 
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To: 

Subject: 



feedback@www.mod.uk 
08 May 2006 05:15 
webmaster@dgics.mod.uk 
Ask a Minister 
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Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Monday, May 8, 2006 at 05:1 5:06 



txtName: 
txtEmail| 
txtCountry: usa 

txtComments: Please inform the public Extraterrestrials and UFOs are real. 

I call them all the time and they are the best bunch of Deities you can ever meet, your loss. 



Section 40 



Kentfield, CA 94914 USA 



l 




Dear | ^ "^^^ 

I am writing concerning your email of 7 May about contingency plans in regaratrrthe 
possibility of alien invasion / visitations. Your message has been passed to this 
department because we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for 
correspondence about 'unidentified flying objects'. 

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role 
in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or 
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms. We remain totally open-minded but to date the 
MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged 
phenomena. The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 'unidentified flying 
objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some 
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United 
Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air 
activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an 
external source, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported 
sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or 
natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to 
provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of 
public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit. 

With regard to your questions about contingency plans and international agreements, I 
can advise you that as the MOD has no evidence of the existence of alien-life forms or 
any such threat to the UK, there are no contingency plans for such a situation. 
Equally the UK is not part of any related international agreements. 

Should you wish to view information regarding UFOs that has been released from 
MOD records, please look at the Freedom of Information page of the MOD website at 
http://www.mod.uk/DefenceIntemet/FreedomOfInformation/ . There are also MOD 
records open for public viewing at The National Archives. Details can be found on 
The National Archives website at http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk . 

I hope this is helpful. 

Yours sincerely, 
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Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
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Main Building 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SW1 A 2HB 

e-mail : das-ufo-office@mod.uk 



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

[ohlP^y /E-MAIL 



DAS 
102No . 




To 

cc. 



W$Affi)FFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

,HLE 

Date '0 OW/ Cti 



/2006 



The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 
acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department*. 

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 
impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 
No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his 
perusal. 

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 
for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 
DG Info. 

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Sendee Delivery Agreement for me Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A Main Building, Whitehall, SW1 A 2HB 
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DII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://main.defence.mod.tsk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htm 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit. 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



* Delete as appropriate. 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 



feedback@www.mod.uk 

07 May 2006 23:50 
webmaster@dgics.mod.uk 

Ask a Minister 



Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Sunday, May 7, 2006 at 23:50:18 



txtName: 



txtEmail 



Section 40 
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Lahoo.co.uk 



txtCountry: Great Britain (England) 

txtComments: Is there a state contingency plan in regards to the possiblity of alien invasion /visitations? (seriously) 

lm a politics student and I would be very interested to learn if there are any international agreements in , place. 
Whether the UK has any such plans in place. Even to learn whether the possibility of Alien invasion/visitation has 
ever been and seriously discussed in defence circles, thanks 
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Lancaster, 
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i 





Section 40 



Fromj 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 721 8 21 40 
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000 
(Fax) 



Section 40 



Section 40 



Preston 
Lancashire 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

18 May 2006 



Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing with reference to your message left on Das answerphone on 18 May 2006. This office 
is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'UFOs'. 

If you have information on a UFO sighting, can you please leave the details on our UFO 
answerphone. Or if you would rather correspond by letter, write to us on the above address. 

Thank you. 

Yours sincerely 



Section 40 



DearBE 



Sectio 



I am writing with reference to your e.mail dated 16 May 2006, regarding the subject of UFOs. 
This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 
'UFOs'. 

First, it may be helpful if I explain the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have 
some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's 
airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is 
evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and to date no 
'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of 
each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or 
natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it 
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be 
an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so. 

Finally, the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters 
to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, about which it 
remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which 
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. 

Sorry I could not be more helpful. 



Yours sincerely 
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>m: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 
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| on behalf of Low Flying 



16Ma^00^^4 

FW: LWFlying Enquiry 



Original Message 

From: feedback@www.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@www.mod.uk] 
Sent: 16 May 2006 00:44 
To: webmaster@dgics.mod.uk 
Subject: Low Flying Enquiry 

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Tuesday, May 16, 2006 
at 00:44:00 



txtName : 
txtEmail : 



Section 40 
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txtCountry : Germany 

txtComments: regarding socalled "UFOs" and how it may be possible to recognize some of 
them by humans : 

- old newicon Cameras have no stable Picture as near as the object comes (i.e. the 
picture stretchs to one corner) 

- dayover one can recognize objects from still to any speed and any direction (seems 
to be, that gravitation has no direct influence) 

- one very small (! ) object (on an old Super8 film) is surrounding trees in a garden, 
funny ! 

- an highspeed accident (about over plane speed) on/near ground which totally destrois 
the object by glowing like magnesia, but in this case i?m not shure what ever that was 

- air combat (air/air-rockets) against several objects without any result (objects 
have had multiple speed), but, no clear situation and no official comment. 

- visual fade in or fade of objects within the air 

- observing 1 big object (size like a truck) at daylight (with a clear structure) from 
two different point of views, partially behind a building, one camera nera the object 
gets picture trouble when the objects comes around the building or a short time 

- accident with a little airplane, where a small object (smaller than a football) cuts 
one plane and the pilot has to save itself by leaving the airplane (interesting is, 
that normally noone would have been recognized the "flying spot" which means the 
object) . . . and so on these "funny stories" are not for public use, i think, believe 
it or beat to it. 

Kindly Regards 
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Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 



om: 



feedback@www.mod.uk 
16 May 2006 00:40 
webmaster@dgics.mod.uk 
Low Flying Enquiry 



Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Tuesday, May 16, 2006 
at 00:39:41 



txt Email : 



txtCountry: anywhere 

txtComments: regarding socalled "UFOs" and how it may be possible to recognize some of 
them by humans : 

- old newicon Cameras have no stable Picture as near as the object comes (i.e. the 
picture stretchs to one corner) 

- dayover one can recognize objects from still to any speed and any direction (seems 
to be, that gravitation has no direct influence) 

- one very small (! ) object (on an old Super8 film) is surrounding trees in a garden, 
funny ! 

- an highspeed accident (about over plane speed) on/near ground which totally destrois 
the object by glowing like magnesia, but in this case i?m not shure what ever that was 

- air combat (air/air-rockets) against several objects without any result (objects 
have had multiple speed), but, no clear situation and no official comment. 

- visual fade in or fade of objects within the air 

- observing 1 big object (size like a truck) at daylight (with a clear structure) from 
two different point of views, partially behind a building, one camera nera the object 
gets picture trouble when the objects comes around the building or a short time 

- accident with a little airplane, where a small object (smaller than a football) cuts 
one plane and the pilot has to save itself by leaving the airplane (interesting is, 
that normally noone would have been recognized the "flying spot" which means the 
object) . . . and so on these "funny stories" are not for public use, i think, believe 
it or beat to it. 

Kindly Regards 



txtName: |fggffSfgl 




1 





Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 




020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 



e-mail 



das-ufo-off ice ©mod. 




Date 

18 th May 2006 



D/DAS/64/3 



Our Reference 



Dear 




I am writing concerning your letter of 8 May regarding the recent release of an MOD report 
entitled "Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air Defence Region". You seem to have 
misunderstood the purpose of this report and the circumstances surrounding its release, it may 
therefore be helpful if I explain this in more detail. 

As stated in previous correspondence, the Ministry of Defence has no expertise or role in respect 
of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial 
lifeforms. To date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these 
alleged phenomena and is not involved in any search for such phenomena. Our only interest in 
the UFO sighting reports which we receive is to establish whether they provide any evidence of 
anything that may be of defence concern. Once it is established that a report does not provide such 
evidence no further investigation is carried out by the MOD and we do not attempt to positively 
identify what was seen. It is not the MOD's role to provide an aerial identification service and 
would not be an efficient use of resources. 

With regard to this study and the subsequent report that has now been released, I can inform you 
that this study was not conducted to search for, or investigate, the possibility of extraterrestrial 
life- forms. Until 1996 in line with our policy of examining reports for anything of defence 
significance, UFO sighting reports from either military or civilian sources were sent to the 
Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) in case they contained any information of value in DIS's task of 
analysing the performance and threat of foreign weapons systems, nuclear, chemical and 
biological warfare programmes and technologies and emerging technologies. In 1996 the MOD 
held a policy review concerning the handling of these reports and DIS decided to conduct a study 
to establish once and for all whether they were of any value to their work. Based on all the 
available evidence remaining in the Department (reported over a 30 year period) the study 
concluded that UFO sighting reports did not have any significant Defence Intelligence value and 
since then they have not been sent to DIS. 

As for your comment about the length of time taken to conduct this study and Mr Pope's 
involvement, I can confirm that the study was conducted between December 1996 and March 
2000. Mr Pope was not involved with the study. During an earlier policy review during Mr Pope's 
employment in this branch (previously know as Secretariat (Air Staff)) a similar study was 
suggested by DIS, but was never conducted. Mr Pope left Secretariat (Air Staff) in 1994 some two 
years before this study was started and six years before its completion. 



With regard to the circumstances surrounding the release of this report, I can confirm that the 
MOD received a Freedom of Information request for a copy of the report. The MOD has 
embraced the spirit of open government and despite the size (over 460 pages) and original 
classification (Secret), MOD staff have taken great care to ensure that the majority of this large 
report is made available. Sections have been withheld only where the information is covered by 
FOIA exemptions, and it is considered that it is not in the public interest to release it. If you wish 
to view the entire report please look at the Freedom of Information page of the MOD website at 
http://www.mod.ukyDefenceIntrenet/FreedomOflnformation/PublicationScheme . An explanation 
of the reasons for withholding a small amount of informatioi^TOmtiier^port can be found in the 
covering letter to the individual who requested the reports B in the Disclosure Log 

on the website. 

You also asked how much this project was budgeted for annually. There was no annual budget for 
conducting this study. The study and subsequent report were conducted by one person who was 
initially employed as a contractor and commenced work on the report in December 1996; He was 
employed on a part-time basis to work with the DIS (not solely on this project) and divided his 
time between workin g for the DIS and working on his company's business. He left his company 
on early retirement in MiE8l following which he was employed as a consultant for the DIS 
until completion of the report in March 2000. During the period December 1996 to March 2000, 
producing the report was only one of several tasks in which he was engaged and it is, therefore, 
not possible to determine how much of his time was divided between producing the report and his 
other tasks. 

In your letter you also comment about being "stopped many times on public land by the military 
and what were presumed to be other Security Services" when you have been on Skywatches. 
I am not aware of any such incidents or indeed why this would be considered necessary, unless of 
course, you were on MOD land or in the immediate vicinity of a military establishment. 

Finally, you mention dis-information across the media concerning UFO research and inaccuracies 
in Ms Georgina Brum's book 'You Can't Tell The People'. The MOD makes official information 
available whenever possible in accordance with the Freedom of Information Act 2000 and when 
we believe requested information may of interest to a wider audience, it is placed on the MOD 
website. We are not responsible for how the media report UFO matters or what is written by 
individual authors. 

Yours sincerely, 
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DAS 

\\ i#i 200B 



Tel 

DearH 
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Section 40 



Section 40 



Woolwich UFO Research Group 



I am writing to you concerning me disclosure of information relating to project 
'Condign'. 

Over the past 25 years I have had many replies from departments in the Ministry of 
Defence stating they have made no secret investigations into the studies of UFO's (or 
E.T. craft) and have only a limited interest in UFO sightings. 

Then I hear on Sunday that the Ministry of Defence has been conducting a secret 4 
year study into the matter, with the full results being disclosed in a report on the 15* 
May 2006. 

Therefore I conclude that the Ministay of Defence has been lying to the public for at 
least the last 4 years and to me in person for around 25 years concerning studies on 
UFO's. 

I have written to your predecessor, Mr Nick Pope and am awaiting his reply. I have 
letters from the *UFO Desk' from his time of office clearly stating that the Ministry of 
Defence have not conducted any secret investigations into UFO research and have no 
future plans to do so. 

It is now common knowledge that Mr Nick Pope was involved in the initial setting 
up of this project. From this it can be concluded that the project got underway prior to 

1994 (Mr Nick Pope's leaving date) a bit longer than the 4 years publicly stated 

to say the least. 

You, yourself in replies to me and others, constantly use the term, 'only limited 
interest in 'UFO' sightings'. Therefore I would also like to know how much this 
project was budgeted for annually? And if either you have not got the official figure, 
or it is not contained in tike report when published on the 15* May 2006, whom do I 
approach to find out this data? 

Since I began skywatching in the late 1970's, and still usually go somewhere in the 
UK on a weekly basis. However I have been stopped many times on public land by 
the military and what were presumed to be other 'Security Services?' I have often 
reported this to the Ministry of Defence and the Police. We are of no security threat 
and we are not terrorists and most of us are also happy to share our data with the 
Ministry of Defence. 

In connection to the rumours spread (yet again) after the Rendlesham 25* 
Anniversary Skywatch, I do not work for MIS and find this quite offensive. Yes I did 
photograph all the number plates of cars who attended the forest that night, but that 
was so I can prove in future who really was there. As many people claim to have been 
at various important UFO events m the past when they have not, (esp: the arm-chafr 
UFO brigade. . . -.. who trawl through the internet rather than skywatch in person). 

I have also recently urged Mr Nick Pope and others connected with the Minisny of 
Defence to do a J.Allen Hynek and jump ship before its too late. As we are 
uncovering a web of dis-information across the media concerning UFO research. The 
latest being the over 400+ errors found in the best selling book 'You Can't Tell The 
People (Geotfana Bruni). 
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
I FO DESK (DAS 4a 1 Sec) 
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[; A< ().BBI 
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Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 
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17 Mav200fi 00:01 
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Re: A question of security 




Thanks , 

> I hope this is helpful. 
As always ! 
Regards , 

~Tol 




i 



Page 1 of 1 



Section 40 



Sent: 16 May 2006 12:35 

To: 

Subject: lnternet-authorised:A question of security 



Dear 



Section 40 



Thank you for your email of 12 th May regarding a Ministry of Defence document which was released tol 
October 2004. 



I appreciate your concerns, but I can assure you that when we receive requests for information or documents regarding 
UFOs (or related matters) where the documents were not directly generated by the Directorate of Air Staff, it is our 
practice to consult the author of the document and any affected parties before release. This was the case with this 
document and the relevant desk officer confirmed that there was no need to withhold this information. However, in light of 
your message I have consulted the current desk officer in the area concerned and he has confirmed that while this 
information may have been considered sensitive when the document was written in 1 997, procedural changes since the 
events of 1 1 September 2001 mean that this document no longerreflectscurrent practices and there was therefore no 
need to withhold this information either when it was released tn|^^|?Mjif> today. 

I hope this is helpful. 

Yours sincerely, 
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Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 



Section 40 



Main Building 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SW1A2HB 



e-mail:das-ufo-office@mod.uk 
16 th May 2006 



16/05/2006 



Section 40 



Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 



■Section 40 




12 Mav 2006 





Hello 



Section 40 



I hope you are well. 

I should point out that this email is _not_ an FoIA request, but I am seeking advice 
and possibly co-operation on a matter with implications on national security. 

Amongst documents provided to ISHSJIHiEiM was a loose minute from 

A0AD1 to several addressees dated 25ttri54arch 1997 (enclosure 70 in the relevant file, 
I think) . 

Paragraphs 3&4 contain infonnatwiy«hich highlights potential weaknesses in the UKADR. 
I have discussed this wi th {SfsKPSfjEHIM and we hold opposing views. 



My view is that this information might have been released inadvertently, and might be 
useful to a hostile entity. If so, I do not wish to release it. 



Section 



rjiew is that it was released through the appropriate channels, and even if it 

was a mistake, as a journalist he feels that should the need arise, he is obliged to 
publish the material. 

There are a few takes on this, it might be the case that the weaknesses discussed have 
since been addressed and no longer apply. If this is so, please advise me and the 
matter is closed. 



On the other hand, if it is gen uinely the case that the information released was due 
to an oversight, that puts both j^BBBS and I in an awkward position. If we publish the 
document with the relevant sections obliterated by us: 



1. We are guilty of altering an official document. 

2. We are open to accusatiions of being part of the "Government cover-up" should 
someone else request the documents and receive unobliterated copies. 
•3 • (sl^TIWSW i :>urnal i s t ic credibility will be damaged . 



There are a couple of reasons why I haven't copied HsBfBSI in on this. Following one of 
our discussions about it (which became quite heated! I agreed that if the same or 
similar information was released in the Condign report, I would drop my objections. 



idiffinot, as I recall, reciprocate my offer. At the moment, 
intention to publish the document, but I think it will ultimately 
him, by myself. 



Si^qI shown no 
e used , if not by 



I would appreciate your candid views on this, and it might be useful (if the contents 
of the paragraphs in question are still an issue within the UKADR) if you could supply 
me with another copy of the document with the offending details removed. This would 
then allow me to publish them in original form as I received them from you without 
leaving mysel f open to accusations of being a "part of the cover-up", and may go some 
way to def useSEBBBfil ''''Sections as well. 



I hope I am not wasting your time by making a mountain out of a molehill, but at the 
end of the day I am a loyal British subject and do not want to compromise the security 
of our country. 

Regards , 



Section 



i 
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REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT 
LOOSE MINUTE c2v^€> 
D/DAO/1/13 " ^ic- 

t\ Mar 9 7 

SEC(AS)2 

Copy to: 

PSO/ACAS 
DAO 

DI ST I 
Head of Sec (AS) 
DI sec 

AD/DI55 mtfH 
DPR(RAF^— 

References: 

^/oec^AS)/64/i dated 29 Jan 97. 
need tS^rpr^eS^n^Sur/S R ^ ference A reminding of the 

5SS k 22 UB S °J lilting pubSc iSSiS report * a * a S*t a 

You ask what might be reau i riJ 4 ioJS fc ana therefore workload 
are concerned. required insofar as air defence interests 

our discission TkrilTc l8 S er - at Ref -ence B , you will recall 

intelligence, reliable siahfinrr «i- f? p 5 s unle ss there is 
airspace, or the UKADR 2v £ ? Vld f nce that u * national 
aircraft of potentialiv SSL??' r has been ' Penetrated bv 
Orbiting satellites are mS^T** 8 Withot * authorisation 
COMSEC implemented? acc °unted separately and appropriate' 

at se^d j Sa r ^ Y o? f wi U t F S a^laT in nature ' ™ reported 

mght in areas where we have li??!' " d „ £re ^«itly overland o?2 
as at great height, if thev JriS mf 3 ^ COVer - Thos e described 
only.Fylingdales has trackLa c™h??L- le ? bove radar cover' af 
and m space, some reports describe ^ e V n - the e ^o-atmosphe?e 
manoeuvre, speed and shaS »???? t? ° b 3 e cts in terms of 
knowledge and tha? whfch^oSd be iLS^S? ° Ur Sneering 
Powers. nicn could °e reasonably expected from hostile 

^iori^L^tSS: 1 ?^ sufftcie^ in assessing and 

warranted, an active lesnnn p SJf Uy Quickly to provide, where 
be needed, we are const S hV Mor f> ve r, when interceptions mil 
drawdowns at the en* Tf ?he Coll War^ f ead iness following 
^onS SP0nding from northern bases in S2 ~ f on ^ id ^ a ble time lag 
south, especially if acce S ifnleded to i^Live^sSf c^vil^ 
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. agf?^rknow?eJge a th^t ^fE?* 10118 are ^frequently attemot^ 

^tween^^ have been few and fj' 

capable of penetrating ™ ™ ng P° te ntially hostile powerS h<J ar 
no hostile ^r'cou^ Salon^bf Very ^ al ^d1s? whul 

flight Plan^r^ div^LTf roT^ 

Is yofa^e^IinSnf awa?e ^n^?'^ 8 . 9 time consuming concern 
explored in the public" Sin J^htings are f req^enUy^ ' 

seeking extra-terrest?i tt^i * £? n by organised societies 
judgement at tSe tfmt Se trl so^ 9 " 8 ' / hilst using bes? ' 
inexplicable or inveltina t mes left accounting for the 

rational . explaSaSSs^S reclnt^y^^he" ><T h ° UrS t? establish 

supporting PQs of tSJ sor?^' Th ^ e , f ru stfations are compound by 
which require paper searches' of lon5 T2 Y occas ions have by 
explanations that "the cSst of thS LE Ut \, doWn reco ^s . Neither do 
satisfy the public ?? f 6 ? earch cannot be justified" 

in' ^ruth P caniot £% 0^0^^°^ • thei - --IcJiofthat 

SfSSSCto p5e e vL°u D s may "^lS"2 ^^J^ 1 -"- 
PCs and excSan^c^ Perished on 

questions and ever Greater care aS%fS nse S uences are further 
do not contradict oGr Jelves? me taken to ensu re that we 

brings h L?o°se?vi^ S^Se" SSxtW especially as the us 
such as Global Star , dIL star the ^3? f i Y± ? g ca Pabilities 

fruition, the manned spaceolSne nt*Zl a ? d ' should lt to 
especially with UAVs, which Sv'npSf nations will follow, 
penetrations of airspace " aSLSSS 0? 5L takir V n unauthorised 
require monitoring and control by the Sod S ° rtS WOUld cle arly 

exaceSat?ng r ?he e S^-i al bu ^ ness is al *° likely to boom 
Planets, an? Sa^lS? Sowfedge^ cSSES? 1 "* Perils 'of 
least non-intelligent life iS*h L Clrcu mstances needed for at 

life may commonly^ cur with tha? chJnne*^ 011 that planets and 
that our rock alone is tp£™?™ ? L chanae of perception, arguinq 
sterile nothingness^ mav soon ££ g / nd verdant speck in a vast and 
found in continuing ?o Y en?o?ce the iJXT?^ 11 ?*" the Chu ^h once 
more so, with the knowledge that & t that the world was flat; 
and perhaps provide cond???nn= L? any suns are older than our own, 
though some ev^IiSf conditions for advanced evolution Even 

life? annnowtng S fo^ fo? intem gent 

requiring unknown useJ 0? nJLt^ 5 ned transit distances, 5 
idea of extra-terreJtri ?f i • We , can ? ot rule out entirely the 

overt, our cur?e£? poHcv 0b f^t° n/Visitation ' either covert o? 
is therefore prSSbly corLc?. an ° P8n mind on these matte ^ 

or GovernLnt'relpoS^ ? F ° f^^gs are MOD matters, 

gxven the unprov^^re^fl i^y^^^T*' 
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their mvestiaation t *™ „«4. , f lodgements are associated wY+->, 
covert invesJigaUons wouTd bt S?J y ? onVinced ' however , that th 
inevitably discovert, ?hey lead to mf ct-a>^ f ?™ ards - When 
has been made" or that «2nL™Ir,f • lstaken ldeas that "contact 
we don't." ShoSd^fdeSdf^SLrfv^^n?' ? w i n * s ^htng 
then we might look at how the us has h„Si 1 S Vestlgate UF0 reports, 
for example, the targeted seLch Sf h andled some aspects with, 
signals which attracts little o5b?fr " S ? a f? for artificial 
of course, is -Hoswell" with plastic v?^ Ulatl ? n .\ The d °wnside, 
alien capture and reverse engineeri™ L & ? Vlsible P^of of 
investigation practices? engineerina - What are us reporting and 

reportL e g y K h^nng e an C d ^3etr^^ ly .5° aUt ° mate 
operators, infremmnfiS t^ft i- ra ^ 01 } of incidents so that 

unlikely fcw^^^iS^ScS^ ^ r ° UtineS *> consider 
Reaction and reporting Seeds tol mnt? and co ?sistent way. 
practices necessary f or hSndl f ???\ are Slmila r to those 
potentially we could mlmlr SlS* i lght Safety incidents, and 
is needed to support acciraS t n Hr WeVer ' a com Puter based system 
and to allow easy extraction of hfH^- ^ 5 ecord ing of incident!? 
response or retrospSuSe s?uSv lur^ 1 data Parliamentary' 
air defence requirement U ° h 9 System is not ' P^r se, an 

o?ganL e aSo e n e a f S e f ^i f ng r ^e 2Sf r ™^ities, 
defence forces almS iS g : vf se matter s are not for the air 
Public repo"ina o? nhl ° nSld - r ' ° r to ut ilise the output from 
to which wf con?r?bu?e e Jn??2guenti e r governmental^ . 

direct air defence interest and «? there are otters of 

known air movements. As alwavs' 2L? ^ °^ Casions ' to exclude 
to the best of our abifff?ir Y u n tasked to respond, we do so 
similarities we have f™S Si* However ' p Qs that ask what 

years ago, or to'SSn ° tSem^S uT^L^^ 3 and those of 

paperchases or in ™*t\-r^ Z I leav ® us embroiled in dusty 

when we ar2 not LT^fexpe^f 05 ^ ^^ assessrne nts of incidents 

hopefulr^s 8 ^^Slulg on^he So? 1 ^ intended ' 
The policy is fine k« y on tne table as we see them 

«™ re4Lsid£Stk^^ ^iries probably 'needs 

of a minority of incidentf whicS mL L™ ed t ?. fu ^ d investigation 
we need an electronic database^ and inex P ll cable; above all, 

nic database and management system against which 
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Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing with reference to your e.mail regarding 'unidentified flying objects' that you 
passed to us on the 26 April 2006. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence 
for correspondence relating to UFOs. Sorry for the long delay in getting back to you. 

First, I am not disputing that people see objects that they can not identify, but it may be 
helpful if I explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying 
saucer' matters to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms, 
about which it remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no 
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. 

It is clearly outside the Department's remit to devote resources to determining the precise 
identity of every seemingly inexplicable sight in the sky. It is quite normal for a sighting to 
remain unexplained, but require no further official action. (Some of the reports we receive 
could be hoaxes, and others could be put down to things such as laser light shows, spot lights, 
satellites, meteorites, weather balloons and so forth). The MOD does not seek to provide a 
precise explanation for the reports we receive each year, unless there is corroborating 
evidence to suggest that the UK's airspace may have been compromised by unauthorised 
aircraft. Once content there is no evidence of a defence concern, the reports are then placed 
on file. 

Sorry I could not be more helpful. 
Yours sincerely 
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



* 
* 




23 APR 2006 " j 

TREAT oWlCIAL CORRESPONDENCE 



To Pf7> TO Ref No SX-7 C /2006 

^ The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached H 

H correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor O 

H acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department*. £5) 

85 w 

X Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 

fig should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 

P4 impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that ^ 

w No 1 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his £pj 

^ perusal. ^ 

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request ^ 

for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information fXj 

"^5 Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to ^ 

£f correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything Cm 

6^ differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence pH 

^ requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 

M withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information ^ 

W toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see HH 

rj£J http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence O 

PQ will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 50 

Oas an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by £j 

^ DG Info. ^ 

* It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence * 

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB 
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D1I: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at htp://nminJefence.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htm 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit. 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



* Delete as appropriate. 




INVESTOR J-N PKOPI.E 



Revised January 2006 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 



feedback@www.mod.uk 
26 April 2006 15:03 
webmaster@dgics.mod.uk 
Ask a Minister 



Below is the result of your feedback form. 
2006 at 15:02:45 



It was submitted on Wednesday, April 26, 



[ 




III— ■ 
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txtName : 
txtEmail 
txtCountry: Great Britain 

txtComments: Regarding. .U. f .0. s . Address Supplied 

Dear sir, as im sure you are aware the evidence is overwhelming regarding visitation 
on a frequent basis from extra-terrestrials. This country as well as many others are 
visited on a regular basis by these unknowns. Unknowns perhaps to the majority of 
people, but certainly not to the few, your department is well aware of the frequent 
breaches of our defence systems by these craft and yet you do nothing but conceal the 
facts. The people have a right to know the truth regarding U.F.O.s and whether we are 
alone in the universe, when is your government going to cease treating the taxpayer as 
children, its time for the truth. No one is more patriotic to there country than i, 
its time for the governmentto be patriotic to its elector ate. Kind Rega rds. 
Address .EHSflBRBiWHHHI^B South Shields, Tyne and Wear, 
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1 



Dear Sir 




I am writing with reference to your e.mail on 'unidentified flying objects' dated 9 May 2006. 
This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 
'UFOs'. 

First, the MOD is not disputing that you have seen objects that you could not identify, but it 
may be helpful, if I explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 
'UFO/flying saucer' matters to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life 
forms, about which it remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows 
of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. 

Sorry I could not be more helpful. 

Yours faithfully 
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>m: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 



feedback@www.mod.uk 
09 May 2006 00:29 
webmaster@dgics.mod.uk 
Low Flying Enquiry 



Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted on Tuesday, May 9, 2006 
at 00:29:24 



txtName : 
txtEmail 



Secti 



In 40 



Section 40 



Ihotmail . com 



txtComments: I have seen many UFO's and I notice you have said there is insignificant 
evidence of UFO's... What you are doing is denying thousands and thousands of peoples 
experiences. Once again, I have seen many UFO's. 
Thank you. 
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Sent: 27 April 2006 09:41 

to: ^gfgggwBB^B^B 

Subject: lnternet-authorised:Unexplained Lights 



Page 1 of 2 



Dear 



Section 40 



Thank you for your email dated 26 April in reply to mine, concerning your UFO sighting. I will now address the various 
points raised in your latest message. 

First with regard to your comment about the MOD "covering up UFO activity around the country", I can assure you that 
the MOD has been receiving reported UFO sightings and corresponding with the public about UFO matters since the 
1950s and has never denied that we receive such reports or refused to give details of our limited interest in such matters. 



As for the low flying helicopter training you experienced, it is possible that these helicopters were taking part in an 
exercise in your area, which involved an element of low flying, however without a specific date I am unable to provide any 
further details of this training. I can however, assure you that this activity was not conducted in response to any reported 
UFO sightings. 

You also asked "why have so many UFO documents been covered-up in the past and marked Top Secret and higher?" ". 
I am aware that many people believe that documents the MOD holds on UFO matters are highly classified, but this is 
simply not true. No documents are marked Top Secret, in fact the vast majority are unclassified. 

With regard to your comment that "you don't seem to want to release documents until they have to be released into the 
public domain under the Freedom of Information Act". Again, this is not the case. Prior to the introduction of the Freedom 
of Information 2000 (FOIA) on 1 January 2005, all government files were subject to the provisions of the Public Records 
Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act of Parliament stated that official files generally remain closed from public viewing for 30 
years after the last action has been taken. It was the case that before 1967 "UFO" files were destroyed after five years, 
as there was insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However since 1967, following an 
increase in public interest in this subject "UFO" report files have been routinely preserved. Any files from the 1950s and 
early 1960s which did survive and files dating from 1967 to 1979 are available for examination by members of the public 
at The National Archives, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files are added to this collection when 
they have completed the MOD internal review processes. If you wish to see what files are available and details of how to 
view them, please look at The National Archives website at www.nafionatarchives.gov.uk. In addition to this information 
the MOD has released information (prior to the introduction of the FOIA) in accordance with the Code of Practice on 
Access to Government Information (the Code). This information together with further releases under the FOIA can be 
viewed on the Freedom of Information pages of the MOD website at www.mod.uk. Further information is added to this 
site whenever possible. 

As for your comments about the Rendlesham Forest incident and alleged threats made to individuals involved. I can 
assure you that no such tactics are ever used to prevent the release of information about UFO sightings. Sensitive 
information about any subject, will be withheld in accordance with appropriate sections of the FOIA. All of the documents 
the MOD holds concerning this incident were released into the public domain several years ago and can now be viewed 
on the MOD website. 



Finally, thank you for the photographs attached to your message. While we are always interested to see photographs the 
public wish to send to us, as explained in my previous message we do not attempt to positively identify each sighting 
reported to us. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's airspace 
was breached by unauthorised aircraft. 



I hope this is helpful. 
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Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 



Section 40 



Main Building 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SW1A2HB 



e-mail:das-uf o-office@mod.uk 



27/04/2006 
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Rom: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 



26 Apr il 200 6 17:20 
Re: Unexplained Lights 
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Dear 



I am very pleased to hear a reply and there is no need to apologise for the long time 
taken to reply as long as I have received a reply I am very happy there has obviously 
been some interest in what I have to say and I am very grateful that you have chosen 
to listen to my concerns. 



I am also quite surprised as I have read many UFO reports concerning the MOD very much 
so just "pushing UFO matters under the carpet" so to speak or in other words covering 
up UFO activity around the country. I would like to share with you some other UFO 
encounters I have had that I believe will be of some interest towards you and other 
MOD officials. I have also got these other pictures of a Fleet of UFO right outside my 
home two months ago. I also have a question that I would like to ask you about how the 
MOD treat UFO matters when reported to you. Before I go on I would also like to 
express the thanks for explaining to me about the low flying training that takes place 
but I am still confused that since that time and before that time no operations such 
as that one has been witnessed by myself in the 6 years I have lived in this area. I 
found it quite odd that just after witnessing a UFO a training operation took place 
just a bit to coincidental for my liking. 

The pictures attached to this email are quite good photos to say the least and if you 
view them. in "Windows fax viewer" and use the zoom in tool to zoom in on these objects 
photographed I think you will very much agree that these objects are very strange and 
need attention I have even been contacted by a Author and these pictures along with 
report are going to be featured in a book which I myself am taking full part in. 



My question for you and other MOD officials is - 



Why have so many UFO documents been covered-up in the past and marked Top Secret and 
higher? and I know this happens because I have read many things concerning this and it 
concerns me that you don't seem to want to release these documents until they have to 
be released into public domain under the freedom information act. 



Another question - 



I am not sure if you are familiar with the Rendlesham Forest Incident I am worried to 
have found out that on the nights of those incidents in which men at RAF bases 
Woodbridge and Bentwaters experienced Unidentified flying lights which landed in the 
forest. I found out that MOD officials were said to have threatened people with death 
threats saying to one RAF man that "Bullets are cheap" I do not find this very 
comforting to myself as someone who has experienced things like this myself. Do you as 
an official admit that sometimes drastic actions like this are taken to stop the 
release of vital information getting out to the people of the United Kingdom? 

I would appreciate another reply if at all possible and also answers to my questions 
which are very important to me if I am to seek out the truth that I believe is 
shielded and blocked from my eyes . 

Thank you very much in advance I really appreciate the time taken to reply to me and I 
look forward to another reply. 

Best Regards. 
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> Dear 

> 



Section 40 







> 
> 

•I am writing in response to your e-mail of 23 March concerning lights 
seen near your home over the past three years . Your message has been 

> passed to this department as we are the focal point within the 

> Ministry of Defence for correspondence about Unidentified Flying 

> Objects. I apologise for the delay in responding. 
> 

> 
> 

> First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence 

> does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/ flying saucer 1 

> matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of 

> extraterrestrial life-forms. We remain totally open-minded, but to 

> date we know of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged 
phenomena . 

> The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 'unidentified flying 

> objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might 

> have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence 

> that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by 

> hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a 

> potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and to 

> date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to 

> identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it 

> is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or 

> natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function 

> of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We 

> could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which 

> go beyond our specific defence remit. 
> 

> 
> 

> I can assure you that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime 

> is maintained through continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing 

> Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a combination 

> of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous 

> real-time "picture" of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air 

> Policing Area would be handled in the light of the particular 

> circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve the 

> scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft) . From that 

> perspective, reports provided to us of 'UFO' sightings are examined, 

> but consultation with air defence staff and others as necessary is 

> considered only where there is sufficient evidence to suggest a breach 

> of UK air space. The vast majority of reports we receive are very 

> sketchy and vague. Only a handful of reports in recent years have 

> warranted further investigation and none revealed any evidence of a threat. 
> 

> 
> 

> With regard to your comments concerning the presents of low flying 

> military helicopters in the vicinity shortly after you saw an orange 

> light, I should inform you that low flying training takes place 

> throughout the UK and is not connected to UFO sightings. One of the 

> main roles of military helicopters is to provide close support to 

> ground forces. In the event of conflict helicopters would have to fly 

> at very low levels to reinforce troops in the field undetected by 

> highly developed radar systems. Low level training for helicopters 

> generally takes place at heights below 500 feet down to ground level. 

> Helicopters are vulnerable to ground fire and one of the vital skills 

> which must be acquired by the pilots is flying as closely as possible 

> to the nap of the earth so that the aircraft is shielded and 

> camouflaged by the features of the terrain. This is a perishable skill 

> that needs to be practiced regularly. This type of training is 

> therefore spread as thinly as possible throughout the UK so as not to 

> concentrate activity over one are and to keep disturbance to the 

> public to a minimum. I am sorry if this training has caused disturbance to you. 
> 

> 
> 

> Yours sincerely, 
> 
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> Ministry of Defence 
> 

> Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
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Main Building 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SW1A 2HB 

e-mail :das-ufo-of fice@mod.uk 
26 April 2006 
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Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing in response to your e-mail of 23 March concerning lights seen near your home 
over the past three years. Your message has been passed to this department as we are the 
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence about Unidentified Flying 
Objects. I apologise for the delay in responding. 

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence does not have any expertise or 
role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise 
of extraterrestrial life-forms. We remain totally open-minded, but to date we know of no 
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. The Ministry of 
Defence examines any reports of 'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish 
whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any 
evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or 
unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom 
from an external source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not 
attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that 
rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, 
but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We 
could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific 
defence remit. 

I can assure you that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through 
continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved 
by using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous 
real-time "picture" of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Policing Area would be 
handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, 
involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft). From that perspective, reports 
provided to us of 'UFO' sightings are examined, but consultation with air defence staff and 
others as necessary is considered only where there is sufficient evidence to suggest a breach 
of UK air space. The vast majority of reports we receive are very sketchy and vague. Only a 
handful of reports in recent years have warranted further investigation and none revealed any 
evidence of a threat. 

With regard to your comments concerning the presents of low flying military helicopters in the 
vicinity shortly after you saw an orange light, I should inform you that low flying training takes 
place throughout the UK and is not connected to UFO sightings. One of the main roles of 
military helicopters is to provide close support to ground forces. In the event of conflict 
helicopters would have to fly at very low levels to reinforce troops in the field undetected by 
highly developed radar systems. Low level training for helicopters generally takes place at 
heights below 500 feet down to ground level. Helicopters are vulnerable to ground fire and 
one of the vital skills which must be acquired by the pilots is flying as closely as possible to 
the nap of the earth so that the aircraft is shielded and camouflaged by the features of the 
terrain. This is a perishable skill that needs to be practiced regularly. This type of training is 
therefore spread as thinly as possible throughout the UK so as not to concentrate activity over 
one are and to keep disturbance to the public to a minimum. I am sorry if this training has 
caused disturbance to you. 

Yours sincerely, 
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Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
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Main Building 

Whitehall 

LONDON 



SW1A2HB 

e-mail:das-ufo-off ice® mod.uk 
26 April 2006 
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

j 




DAS 

102No. 

2 7 MAR 2005 

TU VA ■ tI K MC l h h, CORRESPONDENCE 



Ic^xfL^ JoJFaS /E-MAIL 



To 



9 AS (g/Q & p 



TO Ref No 



£11 S" 



/2006 



cc. 



Date 2^ " In a 



c 



The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 
acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department . 

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 
impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 
No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his 
perusal. 

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 
for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOI A) from January 2005 . In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 
DG Info. 

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building, Whitehall, SW1 A 2HB 



Section 



Section 40 



jsBIl: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 



Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http^mamAefence^MrmnjarUPaHBrMmGuMxtm 
If you *) not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit. 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



Delete as appropriate. 



1XVUSTOR IN PI-X1PI.I' 



Revised January 2006 
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Fro! 

Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 



23 March 2006 08:24 
public@ministers.mod.uk 
Disturbing Lights and Craft 



u 



UFO's and Aliens 
(28).jpg (1 M. 



Please take notice of this message as it is very serious and i feel has 
very much importance. 



Dear MOD 

I have witnessed some strange and disturbing . aircraft in the vicinity f ^ 
the past three years. I have seen strange triangular craft grange flee 
lights and light balls and most recently a strange orange °^ect ^ raf 

behind me out of nowhere I am concerned that these are not a ^ ^.^ Qf 

and would like to know what they are. Do you own jangle crart x 
an engine? I would like to know because as a Br ^ ^ n i sightld the orange 

S^orfly ^^^SS ^ ™ ?n S my 

outside our very own homes. If you wish to contact me t^tner t o witnessed 
please do. I have encolosed one of my pictures of a light ball crarc 
i think you will agree how amazing the picture is. 

Regards , 
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Hetton-be-Hoie 
Tyne and Wear 
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From 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



37 



5 th Floor, 



Telephone 



e-mail 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



das-ufo-off ice @ mod . EitF 



020 7218 2140 
020 72 18 9000 
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London 



Section 40 



Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 

Date 

1 March 2006 



Dearl 



jction 40 



I am writing in reply to your letter dated 25 February addressed to my colleague, 
concerning Roswell and interference with electrical equipment. 



Section 40 



has explained in previous correspondence that this department examines the UFO 



sighting reports we receive solely to establish whether they provide any evidence that the United 
Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. The 
MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the 
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms. We remain totally open- 
minded, but to date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these 
alleged phenomena. 



With regard to your comments about Roswell, I expect you are aware that Roswell is in 

New Mexico and therefore any questions or comments that you have about this facility should be 

directed to the United States Government. 



Finally, you talk of interference with electrical equipment within your vicinity. This is not a 
matter for the Ministry of Defence and I suggest you speak to your electrical supplier. I 
understand you have said in your previou s telephone messages that there is also interference with 
your office computer and as ^^[fS^B^uggested you should talk to your employer about this. 

I hope this clarifies our position regarding the issues which concern you. We have nothing further 
to add and see no value in continuing to correspond on these matters. 



Yours sincerely, 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, ZoneH, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



e-mail 



(Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 



das-ufo-off ice ©mod JutT 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

Til 



Section 40 



Colchester 
Essex 



Section 40 



Our Reference 
D/DAS/62/3 

Date 

20 February 2006 



Thank you for your letter of 8 th February concerning records of UFO sightings. Your letter has 
been passed to this Department, as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for 
correspondence about UFOs. 

I can confirm that there is no underground bunker beneath Whitehall that contains records of UFO 
sightings. This Department holds records of UFO sightings reported to the MOD and 
correspondence with the public about UFO related matters covering a 25 year period. These are 
held on paper files, the vast majority of which are stored in archives in Derbyshire, with a small 
number of the later files held within this Department. 

Some of the information from our records has been released into the public domain and we intend 
to continue releasing information in the future. If you would like to view the material that has 
been released please look at the Freedom of Information Disclosure Log on the MOD website at 
www.mod.uk . Records from the early 1950s and up to 1978 are open for viewing at The National 
Archives, Kew, Richmond, Surrey. Details of the records available and how to access them can be 
found on The National Archives website at www.nationalarchives.gov.uk. 

I hope this is helpful. 



Yours sincerely, 



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 




To 



cc 



TttF AT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

Date IV 2^ 



/2006 



The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 

correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 

acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department . I 

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply ( 
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 
impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 
No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his 
perusal. 

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 
for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) from January 2005 . In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 
DG Info. 

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A. Main Building, Whitehall, SW1 A 2HB 
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DII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Miiiisterial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at hm^nuunMence.modMk/minjarWartBrchmGuMMtm 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit. 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



' Delete as appropriate. 



INVESTOR IN PEOPLE 

Revised January 2006 
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Colchester 
Essex 




Wednesday 8 th February 2006 

Dear sir/madam, 

I was recently told by my teaching assistant, that she was listening to 
radio 4 last year, and they had a man on the show, who claimed that there is and 
underground bunker underneath Whitehall that contains records of U.F.O. sightings. 

The reason for me writing this letter is to ask if this information is true. 

Thank you very much. 

Yours sincerely, 
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From : | 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



e-mail 



(Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 

das-ufo-off ice @ mod? 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

[ill 
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Northwich 
Cheshire 



Section 40 



Our Reference 
D/D AS/64/3 

Date 

15 th February 2006 



DearE^^^ffiffll 

Thank you for your letter concerning documents about events at Rendlesham Forest in December 
1980. 

I can confirm that all the known surviving papers were released in 2001 and are now available for 
viewing on the MOD website at www.mod.uk . Although there remains a public interest in these 
alleged events, the MOD has had no cause to carry out any further enquiries or been passed any 
additional information since the release of these records. 

I hope this is helpful. 

Yours sincerely, 



Section 40 



Dear Sir or Madam 



Section 40 



Northwich 
Cheshire 



Section 40 



11th February 2006 



I am writing to ask whether the Ministry of Defence (Air) can shed any further knowledge on 
the well publicised incidents outside RAF Lakenheath and USAF Bentwaters in East Anglia 
during December 1980. 

i am enquiring as to whether any further documents have been made available for public 
consumption, and not requested by any researchers, since the documents made available in 
November 2001 . 

It has come to my attention of further knowledge and statements made by serving members 
of H.M.Forces and the civilian population and I am currently investigating these further 
discoveries. 

I fully understand that the Ministry of Defence does not investigate reports of Unidentified 
Flying Objects in British Airspace unless they present a danger to the Country.and this case 
was deemed to be be under those circumstances at the time of the publicity of the case in 
2001 .however I am only interested in documents which may have been passed from 
departments in the Ministry of Defence, Military Bases and also American Air Force and 
Military Bases since 2001 . 

I will state that should this further knowledge and statements from people be of interest to the 
Ministry of Defence, I will make it available to you. 



Yours sincerely 
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From:l 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1 A 2HB 

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 721 8 21 40 
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000 
(Fax) 
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Section 40 



Bracknell 
Berkshire 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 

Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

8 February 2006 



SectiorBS 



Dear 

I am writing concerning the message you left on the Das answerphone - 6 February 2006. 

You asked in the message if someone from this office could call you back. Sorry, but we do not 
phone members of the public to discuss UFO sightings or other phenomena. We correspond by 
letter or e.mail. 

If you have details of a sighting, can you please leave them on the answerphone. 
Thank you. 

Yours sincerely 



Section 40 




From 



Section 40 



Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 
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Section 40 



Holborn 
London 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date: 

7 February 2006 



Dear M^GSigji jl 

I am writing concerning your message left on the Das answerphone - 6 February 2006. 

Sorry you could not get the help that you required, when you went to the police station regarding 
the hacking of your computer. If you work for a company, their IT section should be able to help 
you and get to the root of the problem. If you are not in a company, then you could contact the 
people that you received the computer from and inform them as to what is going on. 

They are the last two suggestions that I can think of, that could be helpful to you. 

Yours sincerely 



Section 40 




Section 40 



From : 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1 A 2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 



Section 40 



Section 40 



Edinburgh 
East Lothian 
Scotland 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

6 February 2006 



Dear^ 

I am writing concerning your last two messages left on Das answerphone. 

As stated in my previous letters to you, we can not help you with the various problems you are 
experiencing. These are not issues that this Department of the Ministry of Defence deals with or 
can help you with, obviously we would if we could. You need to pursue other avenues that could 
help you. 

We do not investigate UFO sightings, ie. the lights you saw in the sky. It is clearly outside the 
Department's remit to devote resources to determining the precise identity of every seemingly 
inexplicable sight in the sky. It is quite normal for a sight to remain unexplained but require no 
further official action. The MOD does not seek to provide a precise explanation for the reports we 
receive each year, unless there is corroborating evidence to suggest that the UK's airspace may 
have been compromised by unauthorised aircraft. Once content there is no evidence of a defence 
concern, the reports are placed on file. However, we believe that rational explanations could be 
found for most of the sightings if resources were devoted to doing so. 

Finally, as mentioned before in my letter of 1 1 January 2006, the problems you are experiencing 
could be a matter for the civil police. You should seek help from them and they may be able to 
help you. 

Yours sincerely 



Section 40 




Section 40 



From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



3V 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 721 8 9000 
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Section 40 



Shrewsbury 
Shropshire 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date: 

6 February 2006 



Deai | B 

I am writing with reference to your message left on the Das answerphone - 2 February 2006. 

You asked in the message if someone could call you back. Sorry, but we do not phone members of 
the public to discuss UFOs or other phenomena. This office corresponds by letter or e.mail. 

As stated in my previous letter dated 30 January 2006, we have a limited interest in the subject of 
UFOs and the MOD does not know of any evidence to substantiate the existence of these alleged 
phenomena. 

Finally, even if we receive a great deal of information on a UFO sighting, we do not investigate 
what that person has seen. It is clearly outside the Department's defence remit to devote resources 
to determining the precise identity of every seemingly inexplicable sight in the sky. It is quite 
normal for a sighting to remain unexplained but require no further official action. The MOD does 
not seek to provide a precise explanation for the reports we receive each year, unless there is 
corroborating evidence to suggest that the UK's airspace may have been compromised by 
unauthorised aircraft. Once content that there is no evidence of a defence concern, the reports are 
placed on file. However, we believe that rational explanations could be found for most of the 
sightings if resources were devoted to doing so. 

I hope this has explained our policy on the subject of UFOs. 

Yours sincerely 



Section 40 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



30 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 



Section 40 



Section 40 



Swansea 

West Glamorgan 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 

Our Reference: 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date: 

2 February 2006 



Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing concerning your letter dated 23 December 2005. Sorry for the long delay in getting 
back to you. 



I can assure you that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through 
continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by 
using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time 
'picture' of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Defence Region would be handled in the 
light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve the 
scrambling of diversion of air defence aircraft). This applies to any form of threat to the UK's 
security from whatever source. 

The Ministry of Defence does not rely on members of the public to inform us of sightings for 
defence reasons, we already have that strategy in place. Therefore, reports are not investigated, 
and we do not have the remit to investigate aerial phenomena, but we do remain vigilant for 
anything which might indicate that the integrity of the UK's Air Defence Region may have been 
compromised. 



I hope this e.mail has answered your questions. 



Yours sincerely 



Section 40 



Directorate of Air Staff 
Ministry of Defence 



DAS 



Section 40 



Swansea 



Section 40 



23 rd December 2005 



Dearg^^ Eul 

Thank you for your letter of 18 th December, Ref: D/D AS/64/2. 

Enclosed is my report of the flying object seen by my Cousin and myself over the Gower 
Peninsula on Friday 2 nd September last. 

I am sending this to you, because you state in your letter that you become involved only if the 
UK 's airspace may have been compromised by an unauthorised overflight. 

The flying object seen by my Cousin and myself Y=pf the type which gives a low or zero radar 
image, as per the Luftwaffe Gotha fighter aircraft Wl 945 and the American Flying Wing designs 
inspired by the German originals. 

Leaving aside any thought of "extra-terrestrials", it may be that another country is using a high- 
speed low-radar-image craft for unauthorised overflights. 

1 would question the idea that it might be a British design, since the expense required would be 
quite beyond our current modest capabilities. 

This would leave our Allies the USA, or a secret Russian design left over from the massive Soviet 
programmes, or possibly a Chinese craft. The latter possibility could link in with efforts into sub- 
orbital flight? 

Please do not simply dismiss this sighting as the ramblings of yet another crank, of which I 
imagine you come across a large number each year. 

Yours sincerely, 
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^ UFO SIGHTING 



On Friday, 2 September 2005, my Cousin and I both saw an Unidentified Flying Object. 



Place: Rhossili Bay, South Wales. 



Time: Approx 21.30. 



Witnesses: 
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| age 



d^Ereure 



SSection 40 



currently engaged in writing and 



translating books on milit ary, nava l and aviation history. 
I aged ^S mature student. 
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Circumstances: 

My Cousin and I had walked my Portuguese Mountain Dog on the beach, and after the sun set we 
slowly made our way back to the cliff path and began to climb it with the aid of a torch. 
Halfway up the steep path we sat down on a bench and looked up at the clear night sky. It was a 
cloudless night, with no moon. The stars were clearly visible since we were about ten miles from 
the lights of Swansea, the nearest major conglomeration. 

An airliner flew over, then what I took to be a helicopter, both showing flashing lights. 
Next we saw what appeared to be a star which moved, from West to East. This I assumed to be a 
satellite. When this satellite reached the shadow of the edge of the Earth, it became invisible. 
My Cousin and I leaned back, looking vertically upwards, discussing the stars spread before us. 
Suddenly we became aware of a bright object, travelling at very high speed, moving horizontally 
from West to East almost directly above our heads. 

Description: 

The object was shaped like a pair of stubby swept-back wings, meeting at around 90 degrees. The 
wingtips were round, as was the forward joint of port and starboard wings. 
There was no visible fuselage or tail or engines. 

The whole craft was white, matt rather than shiny, and reminded me afterwards of parian marble. 
It made no sound, but then we had heard no sound either from the aircraft we had noticed earlier. 
It displayed no navigation lights. 

After what must have been less than a full second, the object disappeared. 

My cousin turned to me in surprise, and I exclaimed "What on earth was that thing we just saw?". 
He suggested it was a shooting star. This thought had also passed through my mind as my brain 
tried to rationalise what we had just seen. I replied that shooting stars do not have wings, and they 
usually follow a parabolic path downwards, whereas this winged object was flying straight and 
level. 



We had no means of guesstimating its size, speed or height. 



Puzzled as to why it was clearly visible for a brief time, then became invisible, I have since 
surmised that, like the satellite we had previously observed, this object was illuminated by the rays 
of the sun below the horizon. When it flew into the Earth's shadow it ceased to be visible. 
However, the angle involved at the moment it ceased to be illuminated, based on my observation 
of the satellite, would mean that the flying object would have passed over at a great height. This 
would then mean it was travelling at extremely high speed. Equally, to see an object which 
appeared some two inches across from such a great height would mean it was of considerable size. 
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| rang the Das answerphone again, 30 January 2006, and said that 
UFOs/aliens are fallen angels and that they all live amongst us. That there is a 
spiritual war going on. That we do not understand what he is trying to explain to us. 



No reply back to| |^ as I have told him many times of our policy and that 
the MOD does not have the knowledge/expertise of the phenomena that he is 
speaking of. He has rang Das answerphone a number of times now, and just says 
exactly the same thing. 

No further action taken. 
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30 January 2006 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

Hi 



Section 40 



Edinburgh 
East Lothian 
Scotland 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date: 

18 January 2006 



Dear g 

I have just received your message off our answerphone - 1 8 January 2006. 

I am not disputing that these things have happened to you in the past, or are ongoing too. Sorry if I 
misunderstood you. We are certainly not ignoring what you are telling us, it's just this department, 
as stated before in my previous letters, is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for 
correspondence purely relating to UFOs, and dealing with the logging of UFO reports, among 
other duties. The MOD does not deal with the issues you mentioned, and we certainly have not got 
an attitude towards any member of the public. Plus, the MOD does not have any knowledge or 
evidence of any of the issues you mention, of fallen angels or any other kind of phenomena. The 
MOD does not have the remit to investigate into UFOs or any phenomena, contrary to what the 
public may think. 

Also, the Ministry of Defence, deals with the Defence of the UK, and does not have access to your 
medical records or anyone else's for that fact. We deal with Defence, not health issues of the 
general public. 

Finally, with the subject you mentioned on our answerphone, you should take other avenues that 
could help you, and hopefully then, you will be able to get the answers you are looking for. 

Yours sincerely 



Section 40 




Section 40 



From: 
Directorate of Air Staff 



3T1 



Freedom of Information 1 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1 A 2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 
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Edinburgh 
East Lothian 
Scotland 



Section 4C 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date: 

1 1 January 2006 



Deargg 

I have just received your message off of our answerphone. I don't know if you received my 
previous letter of 15 November 2005, as I could not make out your address properly (sorry if I 
have still got it wrong), on our answerphone. So I have enclosed it again, with this second letter. 

You mention on various occasions of aliens being among us. If we became aware of any evidence 
which might suggest a potential threat, action would be set in hand to investigate, analyse and 
counter that threat, in the light of the circumstances which prevail at the time. This applies to any 
form of threat to the UK's security from whatever source. UK airspace is continually policed to 
ensure that no such aircraft enters our airspace. I should point out that to date, the MOD is not 
aware of any evidence which might substantiate the existence of craft or lifeforms of 
extraterrestrial origin, and no threat has been discerned which has been attributed to a 'UFO'. 

As mentioned before in my first letter, if you are being harassed in the general sense, that is a 
criminal offence and is a matter for the civil police to deal with. If the problems you are 
experiencing carry on, you should file a complaint. 

Sorry I could not be more help. 

Yours sincerely 
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From : ^^^^jy| 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 



Section 40 



Edinburgh 
East Lothian 
Scotland 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date: 

15 November 2005 



Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing concerning your message left on the Das answerphone on 8 November 2005. 



This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to UFOs. 
Our answerphone is not a general helpline. It is for members of the public to leave reports of UFO 
sightings. We do not phone members of the public to discuss UFO's or any other issues they may 
have. This office corresponds by letter or e.mail. 

You told this office on the answerphone, about strange events happening to you. The matter of 
alien life forms, is a non-issue as far as the MOD is concerned. The MOD is not aware of any 
evidence which might substantiate the existence of extraterrestrial activity. You talked about 
people trying to kidnap you. Abduction/kidnap in the general sense is, of course, a criminal 
offence and as such would be a matter for the civil police. 

I can not help you with all the other things you are afraid of, they are not issues that this 
Department deals with. Also, I have no knowledge as to who any of those people are that you 
mentioned on the answerphone. As mentioned above, this could be a matter for the civil police to 
deal with. 

Sorry I could not be any help. 



Yours sincerely 



Section 40 



raSiMiKii lraTiP Das answerphone on 5 December 2005, to say she is going to 
complain, as I wont give her my personal work number. She will only use it to 
complain of issues that do not concern this Department, as she has done on the Das 
answerphone in the past. I have told her many a time, that we correspond by letter or 
e.mail. 

No further action taken. 




5 December 2005 



Dear 



Section 40 



Thank you for your e-mail concerning reports of UFO sightings. I have also been given the 
message you sent to public@ministers.mod.uk on 1 1 th November. 

I can confirm that this department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for 
correspondence regarding UFO matters in the UK. It may be helpful to you if I explain the 
role of the Ministry of Defence regarding these matters. 

The Ministry of Defence does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' 
matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial life forms. Although 
we remain totally open-minded, to date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates 
the existence of these alleged phenomena. We do not investigate UFO sightings, but 
examine any reports we receive solely to establish whether what was seen might have some 
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's 
airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is 
evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, (and to date no 
'UFO' report has revealed such evidence), we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of 
each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft 
lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to 
provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public 
funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit. 

I hope this is helpful. 

Yours sincerely 
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Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 



Main Building 
Whitehall 
London 
SW1A2HB 



e-mail:das-uf o-office@mod.uk 



Tele phone 0207 218 21 40 
FaxiT 
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From 15b iEMjaaol.com [mailto[ 
Sent: 19 November 2005 12:35 
To: DAS-UFO-Office 
Subject: UFO sightings 



Paol.com] 



Madam 

Sirs, 



I am wondering is this the right email address to report UFO sightings in the UK? I saw this 
email address as part of the Information Freedom Act. 

With kind regards 
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



< 




TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To D*^ f Hf JO Ref No 'g^O /2005 



cc. 



Date isl^CS 



^ The Prime Mimster/SofS/Mm(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 

EH correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 

Pyjj acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department*. 

2 Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 

should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 
fm impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 

HH No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on me PlvTs^behalf for his 

perusal. 

HH 

HjH Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 



for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
£a3 differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 

^ requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be ~v 

withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 
jjuj http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 

j£Q will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 

^ as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to die guidance produced by 

£~ DG Info. 

^ It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A. Main Building. Whitehall. SW 1 A 2KB 
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IDE: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on die Defence Intranet at http://mainJtfence.mod.uk/Tnin_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htm 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



* Delete as appropriate. 

o 

EtTBSTOR IK PEOPLE 

Revised January 2005 



Page 1 of 1 
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1 ! 



From: 

gMSKire aoLcom 

Sent: 1 1 November 2005 1 7:39 
To: public@ministers.mod.uk 
Subject: Help needed 



Dear Madam 
Dear Sirs, 



Hnw ran I contact the MOD UFO help desk. I read in the web that you have one. Who can I fax information 
to? Who is chS? Or toll Tthe RAF<M would appreciate fax, phone number and also ema.l address. 

I know you are also investigating on this. It has to do with something I have seen. 



With kind regards 
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40547 Dusseldorf 
Ger many 
Tel:f 
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14/11/2005 






MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 





Your Reference: 




Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 



Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

16 November 2005 



Dear 




I have received your message you left on our answerphone. As stated in my previous letter of 10 
November 2005, we have a limited interest in the subject of UFOs. 

I am not disputing that you had sightings that you could not identify on the 5/6/8 November 2005, 
but we did not have any other members of the public inform us of any sightings on those dates 
from Gloucestershire. A lot of reports are made to local newspapers, police stations, RAF stations 
and air traffic control centres, but we do not always get informed of these. Sometimes a member 
of the public sends us newspaper clippings or informs us of a website to look at as you have done. 
Some of the reports we receive could be hoaxes, and others could be put down to things such as 
laser light shows, spot lights, satellites, meteorites, weather balloons etc. 

The MOD does not study or research the phenomena of UFOs, and this office, which forms part of 
an RAF Secretariat Branch, is not constituted as a 'UFO' information bureau. We look at reports 
as part of our normal duties to seek to establish whether a sighting might represent something 
which is of defence concern. 

It is clearly outside the Department's defence remit to devote resources to determining the precise 
identity of every seemingly inexplicable sight in the sky. It is quite normal for a sighting to remain 
unexplained but require no further official action. Once content that there is no evidence of a 
matter of defence concern, the reports are placed on file. 

Finally, the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous 
surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a 
combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time 
'picture' of the UK airspace. So if we became aware of evidence which might suggest a potential 
threat, action would be set in hand to investigate, analyse and counter that threat, in the light of the 
circumstances that prevail at the time. This applies to any form of threat to the UK's security from 
whatever source. I should point out that to date, the MOD is not aware of any evidence which 
might substantiate the existence of craft or life forms of extraterrestrial origin, and no threat has 
been discerned which has been attributed to a 'UFO'. 



I hope that this answers your question of the Ministry of Defence's role in dealing with the subject 
ofUFOs. 

Yours sincerely 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 



Section 40 



Edinburgh 
East Lothian 
Scotland 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

15 November 2005 



DearH 

I am writing concerning your message left on the Das answerphone on 8 November 2005. 
This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to UFOs. 
Our answerphone is not a general helpline. It is for members of the public to leave reports of UFO 
sightings. We do not phone members of the public to discuss UFO's or any other issues they may 
have. This office corresponds by letter or e.mail. 

You told this office on the answerphone, about strange events happening to you. The matter of 
alien life forms, is a non-issue as far as the MOD is concerned. The MOD is not aware of any 
evidence which might substantiate the existence of extraterrestrial activity. You talked about 
people trying to kidnap you. Abduction/kidnap in the general sense is, of course, a criminal 
offence and as such would be a matter for the civil police. 

I can not help you with all the other things you are afraid of, they are not issues that this 
Department deals with. Also, I have no knowledge as to who any of those people are that you 
mentioned on the answerphone. As mentioned above, this could be a matter for the civil police to 
deal with. 

Sorry I could not be any help. 

Yours sincerely 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



on 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1 A 2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 
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Section 40 



County Down 
Northern Ireland 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 

Our Reference: 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date: 

7 November 2005 



Dear bfeMIMLI 

I am writing with reference to your message left on our answerphone on the 2 November 2005. 
Our answerphone is not a general helpline. It is for members of the public to leave reports of UFO 
sightings. You asked for someone to call you back. We do not contact members of the public by 
phone to discuss UFOs/alien intelligence, we correspond by letter or e.mail. Also, as stated in my 
previous letter dated 10 October 2005 regarding your UFO sighting, I mentioned the limited 
interest that the MOD has with regards to the subject of UFO's. 

On your message you mentioned about alien intelligence and extermination of the human race. If 
we became aware of any evidence which might suggest a potential threat, action would be set in 
hand to investigate, analyse and counter that threat, in the light of the circumstances which prevail 
at the time. This applies to any form of threat to the UK's security from whatever source. UK 
airspace is continually policed to ensure that no such aircraft enters our airspace. I should point 
out that to date, the MOD is not aware of any evidence which might substantiate the existence of 
craft or lifeforms of extraterrestrial origin, and no threat has been discerned which has been 
attributed to a 'UFO'. 

I hope this is helpful. 

Yours sincerely 
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bsbsbb^I rang the Das answerphone again on 2 November 2005 and told us that 
her computer was now totally offline. 



No further action taken. 
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3 November 2005 
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From: | 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 



Section 40 



Holborn 
London 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date: 

13 October 2005 



Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing with reference to your last message left on the Das answerphone - 13 October 2005. 



If you look back at my letter of the 10 February 2005, I informed you, that the hacking of your 
computer was not a problem for this Department to deal with. As I said before, if you are having 
problems with your computer, that is a matter for your company to deal with, or if they can't sort 
it out, then it could be a matter for the civil police. 

Our answerphone is not a general helpline for people to ring and complain about general issues. It 
is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence in which people leave reports of UFO sightings. 



After this, I have nothing further to add. 



Yours sincerely 



Section 40 



I rang the Das answerphone again on 1 1 October 2005 and mentioned that 
she had requested a phone number to ring this Department. Then went on to say, that 
she is talking about our air space being compromised. 



Letter attached is explaining our policy of our air defence, and that we have got a 
strategy in place. 





MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1 A 2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 




020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 




Your Reference: 



Holborn 
London 



Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

1 1 October 2005 




Dear 




I am writing with reference to your message left on our answerphone on the 1 1 October 2005. 

On the answerphone you requested a number for this section. We have the answerphone for 
members of the public to leave messages on, to do with the subject of UFOs. We do not give out 
our personal work numbers from this Department to members of the public, we correspond by 
letter or e.mail. 

You asked about the issue of our airspace, (national security) being compromised and how the 
Ministry of Defence would deal with the situation. Let me assure you the integrity of the UK's 
airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area 
by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a combination of civil and military radar 
installations, which provide a continuous real-time "picture" of the UK airspace. Any threat to the 
UK Air Defence Region would be handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time 
(it might, if deemed appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft). (This 
would apply to any form of threat to the UK's security from whatever source). From that 
perspective, reports provided to us of 'UFO' sightings are examined, but consultation with air 
defence staff and others as necessary is considered only where there is sufficient evidence to 
suggest a breach of UK air space. The vast majority of reports we receive are very sketchy and 
vague. Only a handful of reports in recent years have warranted investigation and none revealed 
any evidence of a threat. I should add, the Ministry of Defence does not rely on members of the 
public informing us of aerial sightings in order to defend UK airspace. 

Finally, I should point out that to date, the MOD is not aware of any evidence which might 
substantiate the existence of craft or lifeforms of extraterrestrial origin, and no threat has been 
discerned which has been attributed to a 'UFO'. 

I hope this letter has answered your questions and I have nothing further to add. 



Yours sincerely 



The Air Historical Branch mentioned my name because this Directorate is the focal point 
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence about UFOs. However, I am afraid I am 
unable to assist you with your quest for film footage of RAF Woodbridge and RAF Bentwaters 
as we do not hold any such material. 

The only information we hold regarding the alleged events at Rendlesham Forest in 1980 are 
paper records which have already been released into the public domain. If you have not 
already seen these, please look at our Freedom of Information Publication Scheme at 
www.foi.mod.uk and search under 'Rendlesham Forest'. 



I am sorry I can not be of more assistance. 



Ministry ot Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedo m of Information 
5 th Floor, Zone HJEHRHSSI 
Main Building 
Whitehall 
London 
SW1A2HB 
^ ' *• • 
From 

Se nt: 05 October 2005 16:23 

Subject: FwdTkAF Bentwaters and Woodbridge Footage 



2c cS 



Section Ml 



Hi 

I was referred to you from the below email. I am producing a show for The History 
Channel about the 1980 UFO incident that happened in Rendlesham Forest between 
the twin RAF bases, Woodbridge and Bentwaters. We are in dire need of obtaining 
footage of these two bases while they were in operation. Now our show takes places 
in the late 70's to early 80's but at this point we are willing to get any sort of archival 
material that would show life on the base. In other words, our show talks about people 
on the base, living working on the base and all the footage we have so far is just the 
base, NO LIFE there whatsoever. So we are looking for any footage that has people 
on the base. Would you have this sort of material or could you refer me to someone 
who might have this material. I have contacted ITN, THe British Defense Film 
Library, the Imperial War Museum, I am running out of options. Any luck with any 
material or other contacts would be greatly appreciate. 



However, I am afraid that time is not on my side. We are in the middle of our edit and 
there are lots of holes that I must fill. If you could back to me as soon as possible th at 
would be great. You can either email me back directly or contact me atBEwiMiKiiM 

Thank you in Advance, 
Sincerely, 



Section 40 



Associate Producer 

Towers Productions, Inc. 

549 W. Randolph Street, Suite 300 

Chicago, IL 60661 



voiced 

http://www.towersproductions.com 



ection 40 



Begin forwarded message: 



From: 


Section 40 








@ modulo 



2005 5:46:09 AM CDT 




Subject: RAF Bentwaters and Woodbridge Footage 



bubiect: n 



Please see below the reply from the RAF's Historical Branch; 
unfortunately they are unable to help. However, as you can see 
they suggest that you might contact the RAF Museum or the 
Imperial War Museum. 



We have someccjitacts which may be of use. I have copied this 
e-mail to§ | who is the PR Director at the RAF 

Museum and I will telephone him later today and 
www.iwm.org.uk is the website for the Imperial War Museum 
which may also be a good starting point. 
Hope this helps 



Section 40 



From: AHB RAF [mailto:ahb.raf@btconnect.com] 

Sent^6Septernto 16:44 

To:§ |Sqn Ldr 

Subject: Re: RAF Bentwaters and Woodbridge Footage 



Dear Squadron Leader 



Section 40 



Thank you for your email to Head of AHB (RAF) with regard to 
footage of RAF Bentwaters and RAF Woodbridge; Seb has seen your 
email and has asked me t o reply on his behalf. Sadly, we cannot 
respond to BraSSBfiKM^ rea uest. as we as we do not hold any form of 
film archive. However, large film collections are held by the Imperial 
War Museum (the official repository) and the RAF Museum, and 
either/both of these organisations may be able to help the enquirer. 



We believe that the reference in 



Section 40 



email to 'what was said 



to have happened in Rendlesham Forest' may be a reference to an 
alleged UFO sighting in Decem ber 1 980.5gfgn«BgTil^M DAS 
FOIA (email: ■llP?iEMl l^^Ba).mod.uk) has responsibility for UFO 



matters wit hin the Air Staff, and we would therefore suggest thatj 
| 4jSo be informed of the approach fromT 



Section 40 



ion 



Section 



Sorry that we cannot help further on this occasion, 



Section 40 



AHB2b(RAF) 

Air Historical Branch (RAF) 



O ridnaUdessaae^^- 

From:^^^| |Sqn Ldr 

To: AHB.RAF@btconnect.com 

Sent: Tuesday, September 06, 2005 10:51 AM 

Subject: RAF Bentwaters and Woodbridge 

Footage 



Sectio 



Could you deal with this request please? 
Thanks very much 



Section 40 



From i 




[mailto 

Se nt: 01 September 200 5 15:44 
Toi^EElEHl ISqn Ldr 

Subject: RAF Bentwaters and Woodbridge 
Footage 



Section 40 



Hello | 

Per our conversation today, I am 
emailing you to let you know what 
my agenda is for obtaining footage of 
the two RAF bases, Woodbridge and 
Bentwaters. I am an associate 
producer for Towers Productions in 
Chicago. We are currently producing 
a documentary for The History 
Channel about the twin air force 
bases and what was said to have 
happened in Rendlesham Forest. 
Since the air force bases are no 
longer in operation, we are looking 
for archive footage that would show 



them in operation. But really I am 
looking for any and all archive 
footage of the two bases. If you 
could pass this along to the right 
researcher or department so my 
inquiry could be addressed that 
would be greatly appreciated. 

One last thing, time is not on my side 
however production is moving 
forward quickly. If this could get into 
the hands of the right person as soon 
as possible that would be great. I 
know that after we find the footage 
there will be a whole other process to 
work out with licensing the footage. I 
appreciate you taking the time to 
read and send this email and for all 
of you help on the phone earlier. I 
look forward to hearing from you or 
someone else at your earliest 
convenience. 

Thank you in Advance, 
Sincerely, 






Section 40 






1 



Associate Producer 
Towers Productions, Inc. 
549 W. Randolph Street, Suite 
300 

Chicago, IL 60661 



voic 
fax:! 
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■ 









http://www.towersproductions. 
m 
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From | 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



n 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 721 8 9000 



Section 40 



Section 40 



Holborn 
London 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

21 September 2005 



Section 40 



Dearl 

Have just received your letter dated 15 September 2005. 

In my letter of 9 August 2005 I mentioned a 'certain person', meaning that I did not know who 
you were talking about or complaining about. Nothing sinister meant by it, or insinuating that I 
knew who it was. It was just a matter of speech. 

Hope this has cleared up the misunderstanding. 

Yours sincerely 



Section 40 




Section 40 



From: | 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140 

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000 

(Fax) 



Section 40 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 



Holborn 
London 



Section 40 



Our Reference: 

D/D AS/64/3 
Date: 

9 August 2005 



Dear 



Section 40 



I have been receiving your messages off the Das answerphone. As in my previous letter dated the 
10 February 2005, I mentioned i m! the matter-, you were complaining of were not a matter for this 
Department and is clearly a problem that the police should be dealing with. 

This is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'UFO's. So 
our answerphone is purely for people who want to report their UFO sightings that they have seen. 
Please do not use this as a means to complain about issues that this Department has nothing to do 
with, or can do anything about. 

You and others that you know obviously have trouble with pertain person ?) You should contact 
the police and put in a complain with then., /hey will be able to deal witn the situation that you 
have been complaining about. As before, to the matter of your computer being hacked into, that is 
a matter for your company (if you work for one). They should be dealing with the problem and 
getting to the bottom of it. 



Sorry I could not be any help 



Yours sincerelv 



Section 40 



Section 40 



/ k f M€ u 1 cS 



1 / ° S" 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1 A 2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 



Section 40 



Section 40 



Georgia 30269 
USA 



Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

14 September 2005 



Dear|3aSU!llld! 

I am writing with reference to your e.mail that you sent to the Public Ministers Office on 13 
September 2005. The e.mail was passed to me and I have been asked to reply. 

This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 
'UFO's. 

Thank you for the video link of the alleged UFO, we could barely see anything on the screen, so it 
was hard to decipher what it could be. As stated in previous letters to you, we do not analyse video 
footage or sightings as this department has a limited interest in the subject of UFOs. So I cannot 
give you an official conclusion as to what is on the video footage. The MOD does not have any 
expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters to the question of the existence or 
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally open-minded. I should add 
that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged 
phenomena. 

The Ministry of Defence does not rely on people to inform us of UFO sightings for defence 
reasons, we already have that strategy in place. 

Yours sincerely 



Section 40 



* ** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 
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//E-MAIL 



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 



To 12— l ; _ J j 
cc. 



TO Ref No ~/Q^>S /2005 
Date 'H-l^bs 



The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 
acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department\ 

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 
impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 
No l OTJeriodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his 
perusal. 

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 
for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 
DG Info. 

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 



Section 40 



Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A Main Building. Whitehall. SW1 A 2HB 



| DEt: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 



Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://main.defence.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htm 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 
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Delete as appropriate. 



INVESTOR IS PEOPLE 



Revised January 2005 



Section 40 










Section 40 




|@yahoo.com] 



Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 



public@ministers.mod.uk 
Essex UK - please respond 



Hello Once the Ministry of Defense has analyzed this video footage, please write me 
and let me know what the official conclusion is as soon as you can. 

This is a prime example of a night time triangular UFO. ^^.f^J^T^Lpe 
triangular air craft which can hover? Or is this truly a UFO? It s something I hope 
you look into and take seriously for air defense reasons... 

http: //www. hbccufo.org/videos/DSC_0911 .AVI 
(video) 

http : / /www . hbccuf o . org/modules . php?name=News&f ile=article&sid=3 181 



(article) 



Please write to my address: 



Section 40 



Georgia 30269 



1 



1/ 



Dear 



Section 40 



I have just received your e.mail dated today's date. 



You mentioned about the threat of terrorism and how the Ministry of Defence would deal with 
the situation. The integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through 
continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved 
by using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous 
real-time "picture" of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Defence Region would be 
handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, 
involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft). From that perspective, reports 
provided to us of 'UFO' sightings are examined, but consultation with air defence staff and 
others as necessary is considered only where there is sufficient evidence to suggest a breach 
of UK air space. The vast majority of reports we receive are very sketchy and vague. Only a 
handful of reports in recent years have warranted investigation and none revealed any 
evidence of a threat. 

I should point out that to date, the MOD is not aware of any evidence which might 
substantiate the existence of craft or lifeforms of extraterrestrial origin, and no threat has been 
discerned which has been attributed to a 'UFO. 

Some of the reports we receive could be hoaxes, and others could be put down to things such 
as laser light shows, spot lights, satellites, meteorites, weather balloons etc. 
As to your question of the remit to investigate aerial phenomena, no department in the 
Ministry of Defence has the funds to carry out these investigations. As mentioned before in 
my previous letters, the MOD has a limited interest in the subject of 'UFO's. The Ministry of 
Defence does not rely on people to inform us of sightings for defence reasons, we already 
have that strategy in place. 



I hope this e.mail has answered your questions. 



Yours sincerely 



Section 40 



^ Page 1 of 1 



Section 40 







From: 

Sent: 

To: 



EHlteaol.com 

09 September 2005 14:27 



Section 40 



Subject: (no subject) 



Thank you for your letter dated 2 August 2005. 1 found the information rather enlightning, would it be 
possible for you to tell me if it is not in your departments remit to investigate ariel phenomena, then could 
you please tell me who's remit it is. We now live in an age where people fly planes into buildings and blow 
themselves up. If the general public are reporting and i quote "200-300 UFO reports a year" and you 
believe that rational explanations exist for the majority of them, Then who in the MOD investigates the 
minority of UFO reports that members of the public report. Surely after everything that has happened 
concerning terrorism the MOD wo uld take this ma tter more seriously and take steps to investigate them. 
Yours gratefullyC — 



Section 40 



09/09/2005 



Section 40 



Message received Friday 26 August 2005, at 1 1.1 5L. 



Section 40 



| rang Das answerphone again, and said she would like to be provided with a 
phone number of someone that can help her, and she suggested that we should 
provide this in writing. 

No reply, as this is not a matter for Das. 

I have informed her of our policy numerous times. 



Section 40 



26 August 2005 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

=th 



\ 



5 tn Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



e-mail 



(Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 

das-uf o-off ice @ m od ttik 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

IsMtUMifiUII 



Section 40 



Bramley 
Leeds 



Section 40 



Your Reference 

Our Reference 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date 

26 th August 2005 



Dear^ 

I am writing concerning your letter of 1 6 August regarding an approach by individuals offering 
you money. 

I can assure you these people are not connected to the Ministry of Defence and we see no reason 
why MOD officials would act in such a manner. If you are concerned about your safety I suggest 
you contact the Police. 

Yours sincerely, 



Section 40 



* 
* 



c 



r**WdBfe<»W A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

102NO. 



**»**•***«! 



RLE. 




TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To dftSClfl^P TO Ref N. ^ /2005 



CC. 



Date 



Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 
£4 impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 

No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his 
perusal. 



HH Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 

for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 
^ Act (FOIA) from January 2005 . In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 

correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
|a3 differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 

^ requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 

HH withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 

W toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

^ http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 

PQ will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 

Ak as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 

^ DG Info. 

^ It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A. Main Building, Whitehall, SW1 A 2HB 



Section 40 



Section 40 



|DII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://main.defence.niod.uh'min_j}arl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htm 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit. 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



* 
* 



The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached H 
H correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor w 

acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department*. (j^ 



* Delete as appropriate. 




INVESTOR IS PEOPLE 



Revised January 2005 



Section 40 



BRAMLEY LEEDS 



WEST YORKSHIRE 
16/8/05 



Dear sir, 

Thankyou for answering my questions about ufo,s but you still have not 
answered my question about why two government officials who offered me a briefcase 
full of money. They were two men who were in a car at the bottom of our street, they 
offered me the money with know explanation.Well I did not take it, god knows why but if 
the offer is still on I will take it now. Maybe somebody else would be interested in my 
story and I could call it armageddon or something like that. 



Yours truly. 



Section 40 
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From :gI§§jgjEi!j| 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 




020 7218 2140 
020 721 B 9000 




Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

23 August 2005 



Georgia 30269 
USA 



Dear 




s 



I am writing with reference to your e.mail that you sent to the Public Ministers Office on 30 June 
2005. The e.mail has been passed to me and I have been asked to reply. Sorry for the delay in 
getting back to you. 

This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 



As mentioned before in my previous letter dated 17 March 2005, the MOD has a limited interest 
in UFOs. We have no expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters to the question of 
the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally open- 
minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the 
existence of these alleged phenomena. Hence, we know not of any ET visitations. 

You may wish to know that there is already some information about UFOs available for viewing. 
MOD files were routinely destroyed after 5 years until 1 967 when they were generally preserved 
for The National Archives. A few have survived before 1967 and these with records up to 1977 
are now available for viewing. The National Archives can be contacted at Ruskin Avenue, Kew, 
Richmond, Surrey TW9 4DU or telephone, 020 8876 3444. The National Archives also have a 
website giving information about the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found 
on the internet at http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk . 

As to your question of the 'Rendlesham Forest' incident, you may wish to know that all the 
surviving MOD documents relating to the Rendlesham Forest incident have been released into the 
MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme and can be viewed on the internet at 
wvvvv.foi.mod.uk . A search under 'Rendlesham Forest' will take you directly to these documents. 

Hope this will be of help. 



'UFOs'. 



Yours sincerely 




- ** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 




LOURYING UCOS/E-MAIL 



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To BftSM^ TO Ref No SA7^ 

Date 



The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 
acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department*. 

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 
impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 
No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the i PM's behalf for his 
perusal. 

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 
for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 
DG Info. 

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building, Whitehall SW1 A 2HB 
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DII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://main.defence.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htin 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



* Delete as appropriate. 
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Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 



Section 40 



Pyahoo.com] 

30 June 2005 19:32 
public@ministers.mod.uk 
Re-send my request for you 



I would like to know the final official British Parliament Ministry of Defense 
explanation as to what happened in late December of 1980 at ^"f^eTS 
RAFB . A major UFO event happened there in the forest which involved garles Halt 
Commanding officer who released the audio tape of Mr. Halt was Sc^jj^l who I have 
emailed . 



The whole event was labeled Top Secret for reasons unknown. But now says 
he thinks Halt simply had a very vivid imagination I along with millions ot other 
people don't buy that because imprints were found m the ground and radiation levels 
were higher than normal in the area. I would also like the Ministry of Defense to 
open ALL of it's UFO files and tell us what you know about ET visitations. 



I hope to hear from you as soon as possible. Best regards! 



Section 40 



Section 40 



iGeorgia 30269 



USA 



1 



Section 40 



1/ 



Message received Tuesday 16 August 2005, at 14.30L. 



IS rang Das answerphone and told us that she is being held against her 
will/wishes, on trumped up charges at Treadgold in Huntley. 
She asked if we could contact a Solicitor to help her get out. 



No reply, as this is not a matter for this Department/MOD. 



I have informed her on many occasions due to different complaints that she makes, 
that we can not be of any help to her as her complaints have nothing to do with UFOs. 
They are more along the lines that someone is stalking her (a matter for the civil 
police), or tapping into her work computer, a matter for her company to deal with. 
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From: 
Directorate of Air Staff 



\o 



■Veedom of Information 1 



IINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 



Section 40 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 



Holborn 
London 



Section 40 



Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

9 August 2005 



Dear 



Section 4 



I have been receiving your messages off the Das answerphone. As in my previous letter dated the 
10 February 2005, { mentioned that the matters you were complaining of were not a matter for this 
Department and is clearly a problem that the police should be dealing with. 



This is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'UFO's. So 
our answerphone is purely for people who want to report their UFO sightings that they have seen. 
Please do not use this as a mean;; to complain about issues that this Department has nothing to do 
with, or can do anything about. 

You and others that you know obviously have trouble with a certain person. You should contact 
the police and put in a complaint with them. They will be able to deal with the situation that you 
have been complaining about. As before, to the matter of your computer being hacked into, that is 
a matter for your company (if you work for one). They should be dealing with the problem and 
getting to the bottom of it. 



Sorry I couid not be any help. 



Y ours sincerely 



Section 40 




Section 40 



1 



From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, ZoneH, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



e-mail 



(Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 

das-uf o-off ice @ m od S 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 



Section 40 



Bramley 
Leeds 



Section 40 



Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date 

4* August 2005 



Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing concerning your three undated letters sent to the Ministry of Defence concerning 
your experiences in 1981 and unidentified flying objects seen over your home while you were 
living in New Zealand. Your letters have been passed to me, as this Department is the focal point 
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence about UFOs. 



You may recall, I wrote to you on 29 March 2004 in response to your previous letter about these 
matters. In that letter I explained Ministry of Defence policy regarding UFO sightings, namely 
that we examine the UFO sightings we receive solely to establish whether there is any evidence 
that UK airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless 
there is such evidence we do not attempt to identify what has been seen. However, as your 
sightings took place in New Zealand's airspace (not the UK), this is clearly a matter for the New 
Zealand authorities and you may wish to contact them. 

With regard to the film you were shown in 1981 showing you your future, I know of no such 
activities carried out by MOD officials or for what defence purpose these might occur. I am 
therefore unable to assist you with your enquiries into these events. 



Yours sincerely, 



1/ 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE! Ufo i, 



To_„ 

cc 



f l-it\){?i r- TO Ref No 6 ' /2005 

Date V 



The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 
acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department*. 

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 
impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 
No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his 
perusal. 

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 
for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 
DG Info. 

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB 
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DII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-CoiTespondence@mod.uk. 

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://mainJefenceModMk/minjarl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htt 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit. 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



Delete as appropriate. 
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Sec^Boi 



BRAML EY LEEDS 



WEST YORKSHIRE 



TEI 



Section 40 



uear sir, 

I am writing to you regarding my letters I sent to you about my experiances with 
the government back in 1981.1 know you will not believe any of my letters I have sent to 
you so 1 am going to find proof of my claims and then show you. 

It might seem a little far fetched time travel but it is a fact thai it is possible and it was 
shown to me back then in f 98 1 So T will find my proof then T will get back to you. 
Maybe you could contact me on the number above and then I could give you the full 
story. 



Yours truly, 



Section 40 
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 




DAS 
102Mo, —,.,„., 



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 



1 FILE 



To 



cc. 



TO Ref No trR 720Q5" 

Date 2^ 1 J_ (OS 



The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 
acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department*. 

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 
impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 
No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his 
perusal. 

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 
for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 
DG Info. 

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A. Main Building. Whitehall. SW1A 2HB 
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DII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 



Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://main.defence.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htm 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit. 
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Delete as appropriate. 
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Section 



Section 40 



BRAMLEY LEEDS 



Section 40 



WEST YORKSHIRE 



Dear sir, 

I know as well as you know that the government is experimenting with time 
travel. What I want to know is why they showed me my future in new Zealand and why 
did the government offer me money which I did not take. 

I have wrote to you before reporting ufo,s in new Zealand and 1 had the new Zealand air 
force interested in these things because they were directly over my house. Now I have 
pome back to England 1 have still seen the ufo 5 s nearby. 

Maybe this is ail so secret even you do not have access to this information but if you try 
and find out what this is all about I would be grateful!, 



Yours faithfully 



Section 40 



THE LoftB RAch 
MlkilSTRV OF - .D£F£.k)C£ - 
OLD wlAR OFFICE £>UtL_D\w^r 

\jJH\T£HP\ll 
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BRAMLEY LEEDS 



WES 1 YORKSHIRE 
TELl 



Section 40 



Dear sir, 

I am writing to you again regarding my last letter which I did not explain much 
about my experiances with the government back in or around 1981. 
Back then I was about thirteen years old and one day my sister was approached by two 
men from the government, they showed her some computers and told her many things 
about me and what was going to happen in the future. They told her to show me a film on 
television that same day and she did get me to watch the film and it showed me and my 
house and various other locations around new Zealand. At the time I had never been 
overseas so I dismissed it as been just a pointless film that showed just a load of film 
clips.But now I have lived through those filmed events I remember most of those 
experiances but i have not yet met my wife who was said to be my wife on the film and 
there is a few other things I have not seen yet. Anyway my sister is a witness to all of this 
and 1 cannot stop thinking about all of this now, so what is the big secret and why will 
you not tell me what is going on. 
1 hope to hear from you with an explanation soon. 



Yours faithfully 



Section 40 



Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing concerning your message of 31 July concerning the address by which you can 
report UFO sightings. Your letter has been passed to this department as we are the focal 
point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence regarding UFOs. 

First it may be helpful if I explain that the MOD does not have any role or expertise with 
respect to flying saucers or extraterrestrial lifeforms. While we remain 
open minded, to date we know of no evidence as to the existence of such phenomena. Any 
UFO sightings reported to the MOD are examined solely to determine whether there is any 
evidence that the UK air defence area has been compromised by unauthorised air activity. 
Unless there is such evidence, we do not attempt to identify what might have been seen. It is 
not the role of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service and we could not 
justify public expenditure on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit. 

Baring this in mind, if you wish to inform the MOD about a sighting you can contact us via any 
of the following: 

Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 

Level 5, Zone H 

Main Building 

Whitehall 

London 

SW1A2HB 

E-mail: das-ufo-office@mod.uk 

Telephone:020 7218 2140 (24 hour answerphone) 



I hope this is helpful. 
Yours sincerely, 



Section 40 



2 na August 2005 



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 



! 




To 



Pas, £0 6 P_ TORefNo 6OT£ 



/2005 



cc. 



Date Q2 ft OA OS 



The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 
acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department*. 

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 
impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 
No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his 
perusal. 

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 
for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 



It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 



DG Info. 



Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5. Zone A. Main Building. Whitehall. SW1 A 2HB 





|DE: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 



Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://main.defence.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htm 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit 
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* Delete as appropriate. 
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From: 1 


Section 40 




©yahoo.com] 



Sent: 31 July 2005 20:10 

To: public@ministers.mod.uk 

Subject: REPORTING UFO SIGHTINGS 

DEAR SlkS.CAH YOU GIVE ME THE CORRECT ADDRESS TO SEND UFO 
SIGHTINGS TO, THANKING YOU IN ANTICIPATION. 
REGARDS 



Section 40 



LIVINGSTON 

WEST LOTHIAN 



Section 40 




l l 



Section 40 



DIRECTOR OF E2WUFOS 
www.geocities.com/e2wufos/home 



Start your day with Yahoo! - make it your home page 



01/08/2005 
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5yahoo.com] 



Sent: 03 August 2005 1 3:23 

To: DAS-UFO-Office 

Subject: Re: Reporting UFO sightings 



Dear 
regards 



Section 40 



Section 40 



| thank you for that information. 



DAS-UFO-Office <DAS-UFO-Office@mod.uk> wrote: 



Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing concerning your message of 31 July concerning the address by which you can report 
UFO sightings. Your letter has been passed to this department as we are the focal point within the 
Ministry of Defence for correspondence regarding UFOs. 



First it may be helpful if I explain that the MOD does not have any role or expertise with respect to 
flying saucers or extraterrestrial lifeforms. While we remain 

open minded, to date we know of no evidence as to the existence of such phenomena. Any UFO 
sightings reported to the MOD are examined solely to determine whether there is any evidence that 
the UK air defence area has been compromised by unauthorised air activity. Unless there is such 
evidence, we do not attempt to identify what might have been seen. It is not the role of the MOD to 
provide this kind of aerial identification service and we could not justify public expenditure on 
investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit. 

Baring this in mind, if you wish to inform the MOD about a sighting you can contact us via any of the 
following: 



Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 

Level 5, Zone H 

Main Building 

Whitehall 

London 

SW1A2HB 



E-mail: das-ufo-office@mod,uk 

Telephone:020 7218 2140 (24 hour answerphone) 

I hope this is helpful. 
Yours sincerely, 



Section 40 



2 nd August 2005 



Section 40 



DIRECTOR OF E2WUFOS 
www.geocities.com/e2wufos/home 



04/08/2005 
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Section 40 U 



From: 

Sent: 03 August 2005 1 6:27 
To: DAS-UFO-Office 
Subject: Re: UFO SIGHTING 



DEAR gjUUjUIjU| |THANK YOU FOR TAKING THE TROUBLE TO ANSWER MY 
LETTER AND SENDING ME AN ELECTRONIC COPY.I CAN NOW PUT THIS 
SIGHTING TO BED AS IT WAS THANKS AGAIN. 
YOURS SINCERELY 



Section 40 



DIRECTOR OF E2WUFOS 

DAS-UFO-Office <DAS-UFO-Office@mod.uk> wrote: 



Dear 



Section 40 



I sent a reply to your letter of 17 th July in the post on Monday 1 st August. Clearly it has not arrived 
with you yet, but for your information I attach an electronic copy. 

Yours sincerely, 



Section 40 



Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of information 



Section 40 



From:fc 

Sent: 03 August 2005 13:33 
To: DAS-UFO-Office 
Subject: UFO SIGHTING 



l@yahoo.com] 



DEAR SIRS, I WROTE TO THE MOD ON THE 17TH OF JULY 2005 TO 
REPORT A UFO SIGHTING OVER THE PENTLAND HILLS HERE IN WEST 
LOTHIAN SCOTLAND ON THE 10TH OF MAY THIS YEAR. A COUPLE 
FROM LIVINGSTON FILMED TWO UFO % S OVER THE HILLS AND SENT 
ME THE TAPE. THEY FILMED THE SIGHTING AT 22:20 HOURS OVER 
THE PENTLAND HILLS AND I WANTED TO KNOW IF THERE WAS ANY 
MILITARY ACTIVITY OVER THE HILLS AT THIS TIME. THE OBJECTS 
NEVER MOVED MOVED LIKE ANY CONVENTIONAL AIRCRAFT, THE TWO 
SILVER OBJECTS MOVED BACKWARDS AND FORWARDS ACROSS THE 
SKY BEFORE BLINKING OUT ALTOGETHER. CAN YOU LET ME KNOW IF 
IN FACT ANY MILITARY ACTIVITIES WERE GOING ON ON THAT 
DATE AND TIME. THANKING YOU IN ANTICIPATION . 
YOURS SINCERELY 



Section 40 







I DIRECTOR OF E2WUFOS 



04/08/2005 



www.geocities.com/e2wufos/home 

Start your day with Yahoo! - make it yo ur h ome page 
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DIRECTOR OF E2WUF0S 
www.geocities.com/e2wufos/home 



Start your day with Yahoo ! - make it your home page 



04/08/2005 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

rth 



"7 



5 in Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



e-mail 



(Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 

das-ufo-off ice @ mod f3£ 



020 7218 2140 
020 7 218 9000 



Section 40 



Director ofE2WUFOS 



Section 40 



Livingston 
West Lothian 



Section 40 



Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date 

1 st August 2005 



Dear 



Section 40 



Thank you for your letter of 17 July concerning two silver objects seen by a couple from 
Livingston, over the Pentland Hills on 10 th May 2005. 

You asked whether there was any military activity in the area at the time of the sighting. First it 
might be helpful if I explain that Livingston is within airspace controlled by Edinburgh Airport 
Air Traffic Control and military aircraft do not train close to civilian airports. The couple who 
observed this are therefore unlikely to see military aircraft close to their home. With regard to the 
Pentland Hills, these are outside of this controlled airspace and it is possible to see military 
aircraft training in this area. 

With regard to this particular occasion, I should inform you that military aircrew do not use fixed 
flight paths, but plan their sorties individually in order to practice a variety of scenarios. Details of 
these sorties are not held centrally but kept by each Squadron and it is impossible to be certain 
whether there was any aircraft in the area without asking every Squadron to check their aircrew 
records. However, there is an exception to this, when low flying training is being conducted and 
aircrew are required to make a booking with a central booking cell. Low flying training for fixed 
wing aircraft is below 2000 feet and for helicopters, below 500 feet. I have checked these records 
and there were no military aircraft low flying at the time of this sighting. I have also checked our 
records for any military exercises in the area at the time and I can inform you that there was a 
medium-scale, multi-national training exercise taking place from the 10 th to the 12 th May 
involving fast jet, Air to Air Refuelling and E-3 aircraft. However, as this exercise took place 
between 0930 and 1430 daily it is unlikely to have been responsible for this observation. 

I am sorry that I can not be more helpful. 

Yours sincerely, 



Section 40 
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Section 40 



From: 



Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 



5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1 A 2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 



Section 40 



Chatteris 
Cambridgeshire 



Section 40 



Your Reference: 

Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

2 August 2005 



Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing in response to your e.mail of 1 August 2005. 



The MOD has a limited interest in the subject of UFOs, so eL I report will not be 

investigated into. This focal point exists mainly for defence reasons as explained in my two letters 
- dated 20 January 2005 and 28 July 2005. It is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind 
of aerial identification service. 



The MOD does not study or research the phenomena of UFOs, and this office, which forms part of 
an RAF Secretariat Branch, is not constituted as a 'UFO' information bureau. We look at reports 
as part of our normal duties to seek to establish whether a sighting might represent something 
which is of defence concern. 

As it is clearly outside the Department's defence remit to devote resources to determining the 
precise identity of every seemingly inexplicable sight in the sky it is quite normal for a sighting to 
remain unexplained but not require further official action. Once content that there is no evidence 
of a matter of defence concern, the reports are placed on file. 

Unless there is corroborating evidence to suggest that the UK's airspace may have been 
compromised by hostile or unauthorised aircraft, the MOD does not investigate or seek to provide 
a precise explanation for each of the 200-300 'UFO' reports we receive each year. However, we 
believe that rational explanations could be found for most sightings if resources were devoted to 
doing so. 

I hope that this answers your question of the Ministry of Defence's role in dealing with the subject 
ofUFOs. 



Yours sincerely 



Section 40 
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From: = 

Sent: 01 August 2005 15:30 
To: bfJ.iJMLliU1fe aol.com' 

Subject: Internet-Authorised: UFO's. 




Dear 



Section 40 



Just received your e.mail dated 1 August 2005. 

The MOD has a limited interest in the subject of UFOs, so BfsRlffiCiM report will not be investigated into. 
This focal point exists mainly for defence reasons as explained in my two letters - dated 20 January 2005 and 
28 July 2005. It is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. 



The MOD does not study or research the phenomena of UFOs, and this office, which forms part of an RAF 
Secretariat Branch, is not constituted as a 'UFO' information bureau. We look at reports as part of our normal 
duties to seek to establish whether a sighting might represent something which is of defence concern. 
As it is clearly outside the Department's defence remit to devote resources to determining the precise identity 
of every seemingly inexplicable sight in the sky it is quite normal for a sighting to remain unexplained but not 
require further official action. Once content that there is no evidence of a matter of defence concern, the 
reports are placed on file. 

Unless there is corroborating evidence to suggest that the UK's airspace may have been compromised by 
hostile or unauthorised aircraft, the MOD does not investigate or seek to provide a precise explanation for 
each of the 200-300 'UFO' reports we receive each year. However, we believe that rational explanations 
could be found for most sightings if resources were devoted to doing so. 

Hope this answers your question of the Ministry of Defence's role in dealing with the subject of UFOs. 
Yours sincerely 



Section 40 




01/08/2005 
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From: 




@ aol.com 



Sent: 01 August 2005 12:10 
To: wswiMiEwJ 



Subject: Re: UFO Report Form. 

Thank you for your letter it has just arrived. The ufo report form will be filled in and sent back to you shortly. 
Will my family have any corres pondence from your department regarding the outcome of your 
investigation? Yours gratefully EBBBSIiKM 





01/08/2005 



I am writing concerning your letters regarding the UFO sighting report you made to this office 
in January, the details of which have been placed in the MOD Freedom of Information 
Publication Scheme Reading Room. I apologise for not sending you a response sooner. 



I can confirm that our records have been amended to reflect your comments and if we receive 
any further Freedom of Information requests for this information, the amended details will be 
provided. The details published in the Reading Room will not be changed as these record the 
responses to Freedom of Information requests that have already been answered and if we 
were to change these now, it would not be a true reflection of the reply sent to the applicant. 



I hope this is helpful. 
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Main Building 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SW1A2HB 



E-mail:das-ufo-office@mod.uk 



27 tn July 2005 



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** ^ 

ir^^f^^fcs /E-MAIL 




TREAtTTFFi^Btfc^ORRESPONDENCE 

To 'P&P TO Ref No ; /2005 

cc. 

Date LklZ2 1 QlI ' 

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 
acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department . 

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 
impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 
No l O^eriodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PNTs behalf for his 
perusal. 

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 
for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

http://aitportalAlefault.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 
DGInfo. 

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A. Main Building. Whitehall SW1 A 2HB 
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DII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://imin.defence.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGiiid.htm 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



* Delete as appropriate. 

o 

INVESTOR IS PEOPLE 

Revised January 2005 
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To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 



Sectio 



pt&Qffl i.co.uk 
2005 17:55 



public@m7fiisters.mocl.uk 
REPORT AMENDMENT 



Importance: 



High 



UFO SUPPORTING 



Dear Sirs, „„„-• 
Re: MOD website - FREEDOM OF INFORMATION READING ROOM 2 005 

DOCUMENTATION PART 2. , 

Webpage URL: http://www.mod.uk/publications/foi/rr/rr3unO5/rr3unO5ufo2.htm 

I have noticed that in 'Item 33. List of UFO Sightings' 'Annex A for above' 

on the above webpage, the MOD response to Request 33 (filename uforeq33a.pdf) the 

shortened description of my report is inaccurate. 

On page 4 of the file uforeq33a.pdf, in the entry for 05-Sep-04 10:24 Birmingham 
West Midlands, the 'Brief description of sighting' column states m the first sentence 
?An object was seen the size of a ten pence p iece?. 

My reports by e-mail to the MOD [skMJMifiMi | in late January 2005 clearly stated the 
following: ?If the moon was reg arded as th e size of a lOp coin, the object was about 
2-3mm wide, with a domed top and bottom?. 

Please could you arrange for this item on your files to be amended so that the first 
sentence of the description gives a true representation of my observation on 05- 
Sep-04. Thank you. 



Yours sincerely, 
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Email :ES 


wm d H\ 




;caii . co . uK 
id of Message 



Birmingham 
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|)jrel . 
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Book yourself something to look forward to in 2005. 
Cheap flights - http://www.tiscali.co.uk/travel/flights/ 
Bargain holidays - http://www.tiscali.co.uk/travel/holidays/ 
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

OAS - U W f -4 1 





/E-MAIL 



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 



To PAS P*-P 

cc. 



TO Ref No ^ g l_ /2005 
Date I « S 



The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 
acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department . 

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 
impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 
No 10-periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his 
perusal. 

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 
for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 
DGInfo. 

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A Main Building, Whitehall, SW1 A 2HB 
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DII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 



Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://mainJefmce.rmd.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGidd.htm 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



* Delete as appropriate. 

o 

DIVGSTOR IN PEOPLE 

Revised January 2005 



Fr l_ 

SenTT 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 
Importance: 



iMillli.co.uk 



Secti 



14 July 2005 14:06 
public@ministers.mod.uk 
DAS-UFO-Office 
REPORT AMENDMENT 

High 



Please reply to „ e-»l below reading . .leleau in g ^scriptlen in~™ report. 
I sent a reminder recently which had an attainment, lu u« 
embedded the o riginal e-mail in this e-mail J se ^ e ^: ham 
the end for my full address) Birmmgnam. 



bisection 40 

Section 40 



Or^mrial message 

From :^S[^OR^3cal i . co . uk 
To : jsBHfiSRKSM I^B @mo d . uk 

Cc: pubiic@ministers.mod.uk 

Subject: REPORT AMENDMENT 

Send: Thu, 7 Jul 2005 17:54:58 +0100 



Mobi; 

Tel . 



UFO SUPPORTING 



D©ci.ir Sixrs 

Re- MOD website - FREEDOM OF INFORMATION READING ROOM 2005: 
Sag™™ 

I have noticed that in 'Item 33. List of UFO Sightings' 'Annex A for above' 
on the above webpage, the MOD response to Request 33 (filename uforeq33a.pdf) the 
shortened description of my report is inaccurate. R . ■ nh , m West 

On page 4 of the file uforeq33a.pdf, in the entry for 05-Sep-04 10:24 Birmingham West 
Midlands, the 'Brief description of sighting' column states m the first sentence An 
object was seen the size of a i-en n ffl^e ,P,igg e ' • , parlv ^^e-d the 

My reports by e-mail to the MOD g^BSBEHB in late January 2005 clearly stated the 
following: 'If the moon was rega^ec^s^h? size of a lOp com, the object was about 
2-3mm wide, with a domed top and bottom'. f . 
Please could you arrange for this item on your files to be amended so that the first 
sentence of the description gives a true representation of my observation on 05- 
Sep- 04. Thank you. 



Yours sincerely, 




Birmingham, 
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Book yourself something to look forward to in 2005. 
Cheap flights - http://www.tiscali.co.uk/travel/flights/ 
Bargain holidays - http://www.tiscali.co.uk/travel/holidays 
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102No. 

RIF 



L 2005 x *EAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 



cc. 



\ gg£ TO Ref No iS S <^ 



/2005 



Date 



^ The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 

correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 
acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department*. 

2 Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 

jjjjjj should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 

P_< impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 

No lO^eriodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for bis 
perusal. 



o 

HjjJ Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 

. for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 

Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 
^ correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 

px3 differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 

^ requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 

withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
W toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

y http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 

PQ will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 

f\ as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 

^ DGInfo. 

* It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A Main Building. Whitehall. SW1 A 2HB 
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DEL: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://main.defence.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htin 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



* Delete as appropriate. 




INVESTOR IN PEOPLE 

Revised January 2005 



Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 
Importance: 



Sectio 



^jgitecpali.co.uk 
WGiy 2005 10:31 
ufo-das-office@mod.uk 
public@ministers.mod.uk 
REPORT AMENDMENT 

High 




REPORT 

AMENDMENT j ^ ^ ^ & rgply fc(j my previous e -mail (see belc 
Please attend to the matter and reply as soon as possible. 
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Book yourself something to look forward to m 2005. 
Cheap flights - http://www.tiscali.co.uk/travel/flights/ 
Bargain holidays - http://www.tiscali.co.uk/travel/holidays 
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Frcfll BBBnSl^ tisicali.co.uk 

Senfc 07 July 2005 17:5 5 

To: S^TTC-S^flHM , , 

r _. public@ nrrinisters.mod.uk 

Subject: REPORT AMENDMENT 

Importance: High 



Ee ar MOD";bsite - FREEDOM OF INFORMATION READING ROOM 2005: OEO SUPPORTING 

L-S l^J^^l^VZ^^^ ufore^aTpdf, 

west Midlands, the 'Brief description of sighting' column states m the first sentence 
oa„ „•„ ; M=e . aoon t-hp size of a ten pence p iece? . 

?An obDect was seen trie sizeoi RHmMn!lM in late January 2005 clearly stated the 

fe^Lon 2s SSJBSWlS.^VlOp coin, the objeet was about 

Pie^eni/you LSS £0? your files to be amended so that One first 

sentence of the description gives a true representation of my observation on 05^ 
Sep- 04. Thank you. 



Yours sincerely, 
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ESSHBSectic aswsw 


i . co .uk 



Birmingham, 



el 
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End of Message 



Book yourself something to look forward to in 2005. 
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Fromil 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 



020 7218 2140 
020 721 8 9000 
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Chatteris 
Cambridgeshire 



Section 40 







Your Reference: 

Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

28 July 2005 



Section 40 



Dear 

I am writing in response to your e.mail of 14 July 2005, that you sent to this office. 



I am sorry if my letter dated 20 January 2005 to^^jU|Ku| sounded dismissive, but as stated in 
that letter we do have a limited interest in UFOs.^^^^QJdid not leave a date, time or details 
of her sighting on the answerphone that was required. 

We do keep an open mind about the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial activity, but the 
general 'UFO' debate falls outside our specific remit relating to defence matters - we keep an 
open mind and remain vigilant for anything which might indicate that the integrity of the UK's Air 
Defence Region has been compromised (which is why the focal point exists). 
If we become aware of evidence which might suggest a potential threat, action would be set in 
hand to investigate, analyse and counter that threat, in the light of the circumstances which prevail 
at the time. This applies to any form of threat to the UK's security from whatever source. I should 
point out that to date, the MOD is not aware of any evidence which might substantiate the 
existence of craft or lifeforms of extraterrestrial origin, and no threat has been discerned which has 
been attributed to a 'UFO'. 

Also, as requested, the report form that we use is enclosed for your information. 
Hope this will be helpful. 

Yours sincerely 
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Page 1 of 1 
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From: 


Section 40 







Sent: 28 July 2005 15:01 
To: : ^».^ttlM g aol.com' 
Subject: Internet-Authorised: UFO Report Form. 




A report form and covering letter is on it's way to you. ^ 
Hope it will be of help. 
Yours sincerely 



Section 40 



28/07/2005 



Page 1 of 1 
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From: g^jgjgyp aol.com 
Sent: 14 July 2005 13:40 
To: DAS-UFO-Office 
Subject: ufo report 



On or about the 15th of January my wife phoned your office and left hernameandaddress as requested by 
the a utomated message, this was regarding a ufo sighting that my wife BBSfBSBKill and our oldest son 
SBBB rr etoalfe witnessed while coming home from work/school. Your ref/d/das/64/2 the letter that my wife 
received seems to be rather dismissive. Has the mod any ufo report forms, and if you have could you 
please send my wife one out, you have our address on file anyway. 



Yours gratefully 
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28/07/2005 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 



3 



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone (Direct dial) 020 721 8 21 40 
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000 
(Fax) 
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London 
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Your Reference: 



Our Reference: 

D/DAS/64/3 

Date: 

6 July 2005 



Dear 



I am writing with reference to your message regarding UFOs that you left on our answerphone. 
This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 
'UFOs.' 



First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some 
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace 
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. 

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and 
to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise 
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights 
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it 
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an 
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so. 

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters to the 
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally 
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the 
existence of these alleged phenomena. 

Reports from members of the public of sightings are usually made to Police stations, RAF stations 
and air traffic control centres and are then forwarded to this office. Members of the public also 
telephone the Das answerphone directly to report a sighting. The reports which are usually very 
brief and vague, are considered, as necessary, in consultation with air defence advisers within the 
MOD, and a decision is taken as to whether what was seen represents a threat to the security of the 
UK. Sightings reports are kept on file within this office for future reference. 



Hope this is helpful. 
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Yours sincerely 
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From 
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Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1 A 2HB 



Telephone (Direct dial) 020 721 8 21 40 
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000 
(Fax) 
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Your Reference: 



Bramley Our Reference: 

Leeds D/DAS/64/3 
West Yorkshire Date: 

9 May 2005 



Section 40 



Dear 



Section 40 



I am writing with reference to your letter which was passed to this department from the Public 
Ministers Office, concerning the MOD's position with regards to UFOs. 

This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 
'UFOs.' 

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some 
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace 
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. 

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and 
to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise 
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights 
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it 
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an 
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so. 

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters to the 
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally 
open-minded. I should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the 
existence of these alleged phenomena. 

Hope this will be helpful. 

Yours sincerely 
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CORRESPONDENCE 



To 



cc. 



TO Ref No V-Efj ) /2005 

Date 0- - o-^> 



The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor 
acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department*. 

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply 
should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove 
impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that 
No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his 
perusal. 

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information - even if it is only a request 
for clarification of Government policy - and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to 
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything 
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence 
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be 
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information 
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see 

http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence 
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated 
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by 
DGInfo. 

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence 
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and 
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending Review 
2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of your branch 
records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building. Whitehall, SW1 A 2HB 
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DII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk. 



Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://main.defence.inod.uk/min _parUParlBrchlTOGuid.htm 
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit. 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 



' Delete as appropriate. 
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INVESTOR IN PEOPLE 



Revised January 2005 




BRAMLEY LEEDS 



WEST YORKSHIRE 



Dear sir, 

I am writing to ask for your help in finding the SF4 address for reporting unidentified 
flying objects to. The information 1 have for them is of defence significanee,and it is about 
things I have seen and know about over here. 

I would be very grateful! if you could give me some contact address to report what 1 have 
seen and know about these matters. 



Yours faithfully 
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From: SShhI 
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1 




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 




020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 




Your Reference: 




Barnham 



Our Reference: 
D/D AS/64/3 
Date: 

19 April 2005 



Dear 




Thank you for your letter dated 1 1 April 2005. 

This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 



First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some 
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace 
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. 

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and 
to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise 
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights 
or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it 
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an 
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so. 

With regards to the vapour trails you saw, civilian aircraft o^light aircraft could have been in the 
area at that time, leaving the trails behind. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence 
to suggest the United Kingdom's airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft. 

As to the other issues you mention in your letter, this office does not have any responsibility for 
those various matters and thus can't comment on them. 

Sorry I could not have been more help. 



'UFOs.' 



Yours sincerely 
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i° no J>, 



DAS 





13 APR 2005 
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